0002-1 Socioeconomics

From: Alice Stehlin <neeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 6:45 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

What are you going to do when a drought compels the federal government to shut down drawing
water out of Lake Powell AFTER you incurred $1.5 Billion in debt and overbuilt in such

numbers as to exceed the supply of other existing water sources? Why shrent atizens

have to pay to SUBSIDIZE the profit of private property owners, builders and developers who
should be responsible for sourcing water supplies for developments that exceed current supply?
A better way would be to cap the number of water m&tepply that will be available and allow
market forces to determine the price of the meters/supplg would generate wealth for

average citizens (heaven forbid) who would be free to sell their meter supply rights to the highest
bidder. Its a shame dhsupply and demand only applies when it benefits the rich and well
connected. The current pipeline plan is a bad deal for the average resident of Washington county.

0002-1

Sincerely,

Alice Stehlin
dogfurr@yahoo.com
84790
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From: Angie Vise <noeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2020 8:44 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

The amount of water drained from Lake Powell significantly affects the tourism industry that is
prevalent in the area. Remove the tourism and you will remove countless tax dollars of revenue
for the area which will have a greater impact on the public.

Sincerely,
Angie Vise

angieboba@hotmail.com
84081
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0006-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Britney Goodrich <britney.madsen@aggiemail.usu.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 10:17 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell pipeline

To whom ever reads this,
| oooe-1
Please do not build the lake Powell pipeline on that &k Native American Brothers and
sisters have already lost so much land and sacred monuments due to the greed of and need of the
US population.The Native American people deserve more respect from us then they are
getting. There is better ways we can lolpiplelines than on this sacred ground.

Please reconsider building on this land.

Sincerely
Britney Goodrich

Sent from my TMobile 5G Device
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From: Celeste Renee Meyeres <neply@washco.utah.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 4:22 PM
To: LPP, BOBhaPRO
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

0009-1

I am in support of the Lake Powell Pipeline. The arguments against can either be refuted or
mitigated.
Thank you,

Celeste Meyeres
Kanab City Council
Kane County
4356890907

Sincerely,
Celeste Renee Meyeres

cricketscreations@live.com
84741



From: Daniel Stock <Daniel.Stock@zionsbank.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 10:31 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP

Attachments: 0269_001.pdf

To Whom It May Concern:

Please see attached letter in support of the Lake Powell Pipeline.
Thank you,

Dan Stock | Zions Bank | Executive Banking | Relationship Manager |
40 St George Blvd., St George, UT 84770 | NMLS 774205 |

0: 435817-4931 | c:435817-5117| f: 855-547-4882 |
e: daniel.stock@zionsbank.com

THIS ELECTRONIC MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS, IS
CONFIDENTIAL and may contain information that is privileged and exempt from disclosure

under applicable law. If you areitteer the intended recipient nor responsible for delivering the
message to the intended recipient, please note that any dissemination, distribution, copying or the
taking of any action in reliance upon the message is strictly prohibited. If you havesdettess
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately. Thank you.
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From: Danny Bruce Wood <aeply@washco.utah.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 6:42 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

How can you say conservation won't work when there has been very little effort in trying it?
When we walk or ride bikes in the early morning, | see cemeteries, parks, golf courses, and other
massive lawns being over watered EVERY day. There has beeroria@8top lawns in new

homes. That should be a given. No effort to increase the cost of water and with the extra income
from it, offer incentives to remove lawns and "desedpe" homes. Cities, Counties, golf

courses, cemeteries, parks should be reduw install much more wateonserving systems and

stop over saturating with water every day. People building new homes should be required to
desertscape along with other required water conserving measures. Until at least this much has
been done, you o& say you've tried conservation at all. You seem to just want to add to our
already taxes. Family can't even afford to live here one day it is so expensive. This allowed over
growth is costing us all too much as it is.

Sincerely,
Danny Bruce Wood

danwood @yahoo.com
84765
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From: Dave Platt <plattdr@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 4:05 PM

To: LPP, BOBRhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Need for Lake Powell Pipeline? NONE !

The best solution to the water needs of Washington and Kane Counties is conservation
not a $1.7 billion pipeline.

Washington County has one of the highest per capita water use rates in the West (303
gallons per capita per day) £more than double what many other western cities use.
Compare that with desert communities like Tucson, which already is as low as 116
gallons per capita per day, and Albuquerque, which uses 128 gallons per capita per
day. A stronger focus on conservation in Washington County for new and existing
residents, along with reuse and water transfers, provides an incremental way to meet
new demands, instead of diverting more water from the Colorado River.

8WDKTV /HILVODWLYH $XGLWRU *HQHUDO UHYHDOHG QXPHU
use data are collected and reported by local communities *including Washington

&RXQW\ 7KH SULPDU\ FRQFOXVLRQV RI WKDW DXGLW ZHUH
5HVRXUFHV GRHV QRW KDYH UHOLDEOH ORFDO ZDWHU XVH (
Resources] question the reliability of the divisio QY EDVHOLQH ZDWHU XVH VWX
VWDWHIV ILQGLQJY FRUURERUDWH WKH FRQFOXVLRQ WKDW

0016-1

R016-2

a7

County do not prove a need for this pipeline.

For these reasons conservation is the best solution to the water needs of Washington
and Kane Counties not a $1.7 billion pipeline.

Sincerely,

David R. Platt

Sent fromMail for Windows 10

0016-1 Water Resources

0016-2 Impact Analysis Methodology
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From: David Turner <David.Turner@zionsbank.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 6:01 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Letter

Attachments: 0270_001.pdf

Please see attached Letter

David B. Turner

Vice President

St George Financial Center Manager
40 E. St George Blvd

St. George, Utah 84770
435-817-4895

435-668-2874 (Cell)
855-547-4882 (Fax)

NMLS #596187
david.turner@zionsbank.com
www.zionsbank.com

THIS ELECTRONIC MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS, IS
CONFIDENTIAL and may contain information that is privileged and exempt from disclosure
under applicable law. If you are neither the intended recipient nor responsible for delivering the
message to the intended recipient, please note that any dissemination, idistrdoytying or the
taking of any action in reliance upon the message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately. Thank you.
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From: dclark@infowest.com

Sent: Monday, June 8, 2020 6:34 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] DEIS Comments/LPP
June 6, 2020

Mr. Rick Baxte r

Program Manage r

Bureau of Reclamatio n
Provo Area Offic e

302 East Lakeview Parkwa y

Provo, UT 8460 6

Dear Mr. Baxter

As one of the 96 Utah legislators who crafted and voted to approve the 2006 Lake Powell
Pipeline Development Act (Act), | am familiar with the intent and purpose of the legislation.
The Act, which passed 96 -1, notes thatthe  state of Utah will finance the Lake Powell
Pipeline and the water users in Washington and Kane counties will repay the state their
proportionate costs, with interest.

The bill had tremendous support because we understood then, just as we do now, that
wate r is the most precious resource in our state. The state of Utah has a good track record
of building and financing water projects, During the past 70 years, the state has financed
more than 1,500 water projects and all of the loans have been repaid.

Based o n preliminary design and engineering, the Lake Powell Pipeline is roughly estimated
to cost between $1 to $1.7 billion. An updated cost estimate will be prepared when the
environmental studies are complete and the route and design are determined.

0018
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The Act a nd policies passed by the Washington County Water Conservancy District clearly
spell out funding sources for the project. The amount of money that can be raised through
the various sources is more than adequate to pay for the project and does not place the
burden of repayment on individual water users. Here are the facts:

1. The financing terms of the Lake Powell Pipeline Development Act allow current and
future generations to equitably share project costs.

The Act allows the districts to repay the state withi n 50 years of the water delivery. Water
can be purchased in blocks, so the full cost of the project is added incrementally, as water is
used.

This funding model, which was used by the Bureau of Reclamation for the Flaming Gorge
and Glen Canyon, allows for multiple generations of water users to repay project costs
rather than burdening the current generation with the full expense. In other words, both
current and future water users will repay the costs of the LPP.

2. There are several ve ry viable sources of revenue to pay the LPP and they would
more than adequately fund the project. Growth will pay for the majority of the
project.

The Washington County Water Conservancy District \WWCWCD) Board has established that 0018-1
the repayment of capital projects, including the LPP, will be paid as follows: 75 percent from
impact fees (new water connections); 15 percent from water rates and 10 percent from

property taxes.

Impact fees will only be assessed to new development/new water connections +fees wil | not
be imposed on existing facilities, such as homes or office buildings. Someone building a new
property/adding a new water connection will pay more for the LPP than someone who

GRHVQYW EXLOG D QHZ SURSHUW\ DGG D QHZ ZDWHU deRadQalyr WLRQ ,PSDF
annually. In 2017, the WCWCD board approved an Impact Fee Facilities Plan that set the
annual increase to $1,000 through 2025.

Water rates are charged based on use. Someone who uses more water will pay more for the

LPP than someone who uses le  ss water. In 2016, the WCWCD board approved an annual

LQFUHDVH WR WKH GLVWULFWYV ZKROHVDOH ZDWHU UDWH RI SHU
rates are planned to increase from the 2016 rate of $0.84 to $3.84 per 1,000 gallons. This

gradual increase al lows the district to cover the rising expense of operation, maintenance

and replacement costs as well as fund debt service for bonds. By law, water rates can only

amount to the costs to capture, treat and deliver water.

Property taxes are based on property values. The district can collect up to 0.001 percent of
the tax assessed value of a property. Someone who lives in a home valued at one million
dollars will pay more for the LPP than someone who lives in a home valued at $250,000.
Property taxes are plann  ed to increase from the 2018 rate of 0.0648 percent to 0.1 percent
by 2025.

7KH VWDWHYV ILQDQFLQJ WHUPV DQG GLVWULFWYTV SROLF\ GLVWULEXWH
FXUUHQW DQG IXWXUH UHVLGHQWY ,WYfV IDLU DQG LQ WKH EHVW LQWHUF
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Therefore, the argument that the LPP is not affordable is false. Washington County has

begun executing a strategy to generate the revenue needed to repay the state of Utah that

ensures water supplies remain competitively priced and affordable. Last yea r,the Utah
Office of the Legislative Auditor General 1 ¥nalysis reaffirmed that the district can generate
sufficient revenue to repay the LPP costs. | respectfully ask the Reclamation to finalize the

EIS and issue a Record of Decision as quickly as possible.

David Clark,
1831 Red Mountain Dr

Santa Clara, UT. 84765
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From: James A Lemmon <sreply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 5:28 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

To whom it may concern: | have been in southern Utah since | was born. | have seen the need for
a water many times. An additional source is necessary to keep the area available for the children
born here that want to stay and for those who are movingateMias allowed jobsTo be made

and allowed those who want to live here to stay in the area. The hospital is now here, where
when | was young, we had to go to Cedar City to go to the hospital. Water is probably our most
important utility. There are variousfferent resources for power and building, but not for water.

The Lake Powell Pipeline is essential and easier to afford than the Quail Lake project.

Opposition has not lived through residence in our area having to go to Nevada or California to
obtain wak. Also, they have probably not had to go through water rationing. | am glad that the
state has the foresight to work with this project.

| 0022-1

Sincerely,

James A Lemmon
jslemmon@buysouthernutah.com
84737
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From: James A Lemmon <sreply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 6:24 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

To whom it may concern: | have been in southern Utah since | was born. | have seen the need for
a water many times. An additional source is necessary to keep the area available for the children
born here that want to stay and for those who are movingateMias allowed jobsTo be made

and allowed those who want to live here to stay in the area. The hospital is now here, where
when | was young, we had to go to Cedar City to go to the hospital. Water is probably our most
important utility. There are variousfferent resources for power and building, but not for water.

The Lake Powell Pipeline is essential and easier to afford than the Quail Lake project.

Opposition has not lived through residence in our area having to go to Nevada or California to
obtain wak. Also, they have probably not had to go through water rationing. | am glad that the
state has the foresight to work with this project.

| 0023-1

Sincerely,

James A Lemmon
jslemmon@buysouthernutah.com
84737



From: James Crofts <n@ply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 1:27 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen, | do not discount the need for water for Washington County. But

you have devised a plan that is a liability. Over the years the cost will increase, maintenance is 0024-1
required, and costs will grow. You should instead consider bgiltiore hydroelectric dams.

These will 1. Provide water for WA County and others. 2. Provide electricity and profit. 3.

Create recreational bodies of water which generate money. 4. Much easier to maintain and last

longer. 5. Do not require the same cosid mraintenance.

Thank you,

Sincerely,
James Crofts

jamesl.gaming@gmail.com
84601

0024-1 Renewable Energy
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0026-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Jeff Hall <jchall76@icloud.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 10:58 AM

To: LPP, BOBRhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline

Feel the pipeline should be built.

As a resident of Washington City | see the ar@astantly increasing in population with no end in sight.
If action is not taken now the current water supply will eventually be used up with no other source
available. The longer we wait to build the pipeline the more expensive it will become, so riww is t
best time to get it done.

Thanks,

Jeff Hall

0026-1
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0029-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Julia steele <noeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 3:38 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

0029-1
| am absolutely against this. There will be less water in the future. This is very expensive and the
water will not be there to give to Washington county.

Sincerely,
Julia steele

julieatacademy@yahoo.com
84040



From: Ken Hunt <kpja58@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 7:32 PM
To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline

This project should not move forward for several reasons:

- our own Legislature has a cost estimate more than $1Bthremehe project.

- the water is not there, the river is already over allocated.

- why has the Water Board redacted 30 pages. Any project deserves transparency and full
disclosure.

Please do not allow this project to continue.
Thank you

Ken Hunt

5138 WLongbow Dr

South Jordan, UT 84009

0034-1
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From: Linda Bonar <lbonar@xmission.com>

Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 5:19 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Bureau of Reclamation draft environmental

impact statement for the Lake Powell Pipeline
To Whom it May Concern:

| write to oppose the proposed Lake Powell pipeline for three reasons:
0037-1
1. conservationwe have not adequately encouraged Utah and St. George residents to try
conserving water, both in their homes and in their landscapifegneed to do this before this
extraagdinarily expensive project is builCurrently, the national average of water usage is 179
gallons per person per dain Washington County the average person uses 303 gallon per day,
and this is in a desert where there is not much wé&tkarly, wate conservation should be a
huge issue.
2. the Colorado River is shrinking because of climate chakgeo knows how much of
the river will be left when the pipeline is completed and Utah tries to use its allocated
portion. We may just build a really eepsive pipeline, only to have no water left when we try to
turn on the spigot.
3. the project will make all Utahn pay, not just those who live in the St. Georgelarea.
fact, such a bond will will be so expensive, at $80 to $120 million annuallyit thitlttake all
discretionary funds from the Utah State budget for many ydiispossible that by making
VXFK ODUJH ERQG SD\PHQWYV WKDW WKH VWDWH ZRXOGQYTW K
schools, roads, health departments, etc.

In closing,| strongly oppose this pipeline and hope that the Bureau of Reclamation does not
build it.

Sincerely,

Linda Bonar
Ibonar@xmission.com
1820 E. 3990 S.
Holladay, UT 84124

0037



From: Matt Warner <mattmcfence@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, June 8, 2020 8:27 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Dont build it

You think the Colorado River can sustain feeding another reserves#veral more counties.
Hell we cant fill the lakes on the river currentlyyly comment is, im against putting more strain
on our river.

Build a pipeline from the Mississippi river. It has too much water.

Matt Warner
Cortez Colorado

0038-1
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From: matthew lindon <mattlindon@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, June 7, 2020 2:34 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP comments

Rick,

Please add my comments to your latest solicitations.
| get it that with the basic Colorado River water tenaats that:

1) Firstin time is first in right and Use it or lose it.

2) The basic farmer/rancher and Utah mentality of grabbing as much water as you can, while you
can

3) That California has ten times as many congressman and need for Colorado water as Utah does

4) That agreements and compacts can be re written and renegotiated

5) That the river has been overallocated since Day 1

6) That the growing demand exceeds the shrinking supply due to climate change

7) That in the past the federal government subsidized big watereptsjto promote future
growth

8) That in the past everyone in Utah paid for historic state water projects.

9) That moving 80,000 acft a year, or 800,000 acft every ten years, from Flaming Gorge to Lake
Powell can help a lot of endangered species fish flow needs.

10) | pay more than $100 for non subsidized water.

But answer me this;

1) Why do you want 500,000 people in St Geor¢hy encourage this kind of growth the basin
cant handle itself.Powell said drainage basins should be self sufficient, for good redtson.
sustainable.

2) Why should the taxpayers of Utah pay for this project when it makes no economic sense for the
people who will use the water.

3) Will there be enough water and can you put the inlet low enough to use this water for long.

4) Why did Iron and Kane county drop out of this project.

5) Why bring this water to people when there is only a cursory local effort at conservation and
their water rates will still be very inexpensive providing no real incentive for conservation.

6) Why not charg the value, cost and the worth of water so people will know it.

7) Why not include power pump back and storage schemes to help with peak energy
demand. Water is energy, money, food and growtWith all the system storage there is
opportunity for flexibility.

8) Why encourage other Colorado river water projects that include growing hay at 8000 feet, rice
and cotton in the desert or augmenting aquifers for future growth.

9) Why have Lake Powell when Lake Mead will provide all the storage you need and less
evaporaton and loss. Why treat rivers like plumbing and not the natural sustainable systems
they are.

10) Why send any water to California, they have the ocelaemd locked states have no other
options. What is the comparable worth of this water in California, Den@alt Lake City,
Phoenix and Tucson.

0039-1



Thanks

Matt

Matthew C. Lindon, PE
Hydrologist

4964 East Meadows Drive
Park City Utah 84098

mattlindon@hotmail.com
4356591326
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From: Patricia J Ankerson <wreply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 12:28 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

"Help me", the river said. "l am tired and wearyHere is not as much water as you think. The

Salton Sea is DRY. Please Do Not take water from me for Washington County. The trip is too

long and doesn't make sense to me. | lived in Moab for 14 years, the River was beautiful. | now
live in SLC, | cannot s=the Colorado River, but it is in my heart. As you drive along the

Colorado it gets smaller and smaller. | would go through Cataract Canyon and we would get out

at Hite, a few years ago my husband and | were there. We could not even see the River. We had
to drive to the top to see it. This does not make Sense, the affordability of it does not do much for
me either. | would rather see teachers make a lot more. Maybe less people would be another idea.
Please, | do not support this and don't want my taxpaytdor this.

Thank you for reading this and taking my thoughts with you.

| 0045-1

Sincerely,

Patricia J Ankerson
ankersonp@yahoo.com
84123
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From: Paul Winn <utahsara@yahoo.com>

Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 10:33 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline, we already waste too much
water

Attachments: Coral Canyon Elementray water waste 7162017.wmv

To whom it may concern, we live across the street from a elementary school here in the Coral Canyon
community in Washington Utah, The school used culinary water to water their school field and when

§Z C A S EMU iii[e 8§} iUIII[* }( P qustumsdowrtEHesdifewallds andEtreet right

Jvé} §Z ]13C « A & U /[u v}3 u I]vP §Z]s u%U v Z A 8§ Z A EC <7}
we see this happen every water cycle and have contacted the school many many times to try to fix this,

We see this type of water waste all around the southern Utah area each and every day, yet now with the

Lake Powell Pipeline being proposed, we as Taxpayers will have to foot the bill as to mega higher

property taxes as well as water rates being increased00%?. Why do we need to pay for continued

water waste. We need to conserve and use what we already have. We are against the Lake Powell 0046-1
W]% o]v U <« ]§[c }voC v (J& 8Z PE C A 0}% E- 8§} }vslvp 38} YA
Winn 3478 ECanyon Crest Ave Washington Utah 84780
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From: Pofahl, Katie <katie.pofahl@yale.edu>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 3:18 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment about Lake Powell Pipeline Project

To the Provo Office of the Bureau of Reclamation,

| am writing in support of the Kaibab Band of Paiute Indians' findings that the Lake Powell
Pipeline Project proposed by the Utah Board of Water Resources will disrupt important spiritual
and cultural values and resources of this tribe.

Ignoring the right and wishes of a sovereign people is morally wrong. This disregard is only
possible because the Bureau of Reclamation and Utah Board of Water Resources are relying on
a legacy of the systemic oppression and genocide of these native people. To reverse this
oppression, agencies like the BLM and UBWR must honor the wishes of these people in
important decisions that affect their land, culture, and religious practices. This may be difficult

at first, but it is critical that we begin to develop new ways of iiagto native communities in

the rural West and there is no better time to begin this important work.

As a Master of Environmental Management candidate at the Yale School of Forestry and a
resident of the rural West, it is clear that is is becoming insiregly difficult to practice
environmental management activities such as water pipeline development without the support
of historically oppressed peoples. Recent protests around Black Lives Matter and prolonged
battles such as the designation of Bears B&asonal Monument and Keystone XL Pipeline
show that the cost of these battlego our communities, to our system of governance, and to
the businesses and agencies tasked with developing these prejedi®coming too great to
ignore. These nationwidgrotests are representative of a growing awareness that we can not
and should not tolerate systemic injustices against historically oppressed communities. By
pursuing a largecale environmental management project such as the Lake Powell Pipeline
without the support of a historically oppressed community that will be deeply affected by this
project, managers should expect a prolonged and difficult battle. Aside from the great cost of
these fights, academics and professionals in our field know that therbedter ways to deal

with water security in the West than to continue contentious strategies like water pipelines.

A more just and modern approach would be tethink the way that the St. George, UT region

is managing the water reserves they have and tmage this issue with a combination of new
technologies and proven approaches that have been successfully deployed throughout the
West. For example, improved water conservation in homes, farms, and commercial districts can
significantly decrease water ugéthout affecting growth. In addition, the St. George region can
look to regional public works such as increased water storage, new water purification and
recycling projects, and improved graywater infrastructure. Rather than looking to the already
oversulscribed Colorado River system, this community has many opportunities to look inward
instead.
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00481 0048-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline
| stand with the Kaibab Band of Paiute Indians in opposing the Lake Powell Pipeline Project. The
BLM and the UBWR have both the moral responsibility to proteeicultural and religious
values of this community and also the opportunity to reimagine a new approach that will help
the St. George region achieve water independence.

Sincerely,
Katie Pofahl

Master of Environmental Management Candidate, '21
Wyss Scholdor the Conservation of the American West
Yale School of Forestry and Environmental Studies
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From: Rob Bywater <noeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Monday, June 8, 2020 7:44 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

0049-1
I don't live in the area, but with this covid 19 pandemic, and the financial errors that our
government agencies made do we have the resources to fund it, and is it really feasible.

Sincerely,
Rob Bywater

Stormy3365@gmail.com
84120



From: Robert Dean Bohnas <rdbsenior@aol.com>
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 11:30 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell pipeline to Washington County
0050-1

/S[* pnv vSoC o €& S§$Z § S§Z }uvsSC ¢Ju%oC v Weyhdgdekens} plo §Z]
hidden their finance proposal from the public. The population of the county is not large enough to take

on this burden. The water dept. is just trying to justify their existence. With the current economy
headed into a deep recession, th@ uvSC *Ju%oC Vv[S ((}E& SZ E]-IX

0050

0050-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



From: Ross Meyer <noeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 1:37 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

The 2006 Lake Powell Pipeline Development Act states that the project will be funded by the
state of Utah and repaid by water users, as has been done for more than 1,000 water projects
completed throughout Utah. The project is not dependent on federaigund

The draft EIS confirms that the Washington County Water Conservancy District (WCWCD)
would have sufficient revenue to repay the state based on the Kem C. Gardner Institute's
population projections. This is consistent with the analysis conducted WyGNeCD as well as

the 2019 audit performed by the Office of the Legislative Auditor General for the State of Utah.

The WCWCD has a financial strategy to gradually increase impact fees, water rates and limited
property taxes to repay the state. If fully ieypented, the strategy would generate more than $6
billion in incremental revenue to pay for needed water infrastructure, including the Lake Powell
Pipeline. However, the strategy will only be carried out to the extent needed to meet the
WCWCD's actual fiancial obligations. The district will look at engineering and construction
efficiencies to minimize borrowing costs and potential financial impacts to taxpayers.

The Lake Powell Pipeline is part of Washington County's comprehensive water supply plan,
which also includes additional water conservation, reuse and agricultural water transfers.
Meeting future water demands without the Lake Powell Pipeline is projected to be more
expensive than building the project, and alternatives will not diversify our sirsgés source as
noted in the EIS.

| support the completion of the EIS for the Lake Powell Pipeline and recognize it is an essential
and affordable project for southern Utah. Please issue a Record of Decision for the Southern
Alternative.

Sincerely,
Ross Mger

rmeyer@lapcoairheaters.com
24502

0053-1

0053-1 Socioeconomics
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0054-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Ross Smith <pteply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 6:08 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

0054-1
Taking additional water out of a reservoir that is in decline already , is absolutely foolish and a
waste of tax payer money.

Sincerely,
Ross Smith

smary@cut.net
84632
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0055-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Sandra johnson <reeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 2:29 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

0055-1
, GR QRW VXSSRUW WKH /DNH 3RZHOO 3LSHOLQH ,W LV WR \
Colorado River is so over allocated now that we may never get any water from it anyway. We
FDQ GR D ORW EHWWHU ZLWK RXU ZDWHU jVH 'RQK¥“EW VS

Sincerely,
Sandra johnson

Bluesagel0@yahoo.com
84738
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0056-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Sara Wilken <noeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 8:40 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

0056-1
| am interested in in Washington county and | am absolutely, completely and definitely opposed
to this horrific pipeline project.
please leave things as they are and stop trying to make money out of our natural resources.
You win we lose.
Water taxes wilskyrocket for residents and | am tired of seeing this beautiful state be
completely transformed, abused and taken advantage of with so much construction.
We are running out of wild places, impacting the weather, wildlife habitat and open spaces.
Enough isenough money hungry assholes.
No pipeline not now not ever!!!

Sincerely,
Sara Wilken

sdwilken@gmail.com
84774
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0059-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Susan Brown <neeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, June 10, 2020 1:34 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

The 2006 Lake Powell Pipeline Development Act states that the project will be funded by the
state of Utah and repaid by water users, as has been done for more than 1,000 water projects
completed throughout Utah. The project is not dependent on federaigund

The draft EIS confirms that the Washington County Water Conservancy District (WCWCD)
would have sufficient revenue to repay the state based on the Kem C. Gardner Institute's
population projections. This is consistent with the analysis conducted WyGNeCD as well as

the 2019 audit performed by the Office of the Legislative Auditor General for the State of Utah.

The WCWCD has a financial strategy to gradually increase impact fees, water rates and limited
property taxes to repay the state. If fully ieypented, the strategy would generate more than $6
billion in incremental revenue to pay for needed water infrastructure, including the Lake Powell
Pipeline. However, the strategy will only be carried out to the extent needed to meet the
WCWCD's actual fiancial obligations. The district will look at engineering and construction
efficiencies to minimize borrowing costs and potential financial impacts to taxpayers.

The Lake Powell Pipeline is part of Washington County's comprehensive water supply plan,
which also includes additional water conservation, reuse and agricultural water transfers.
Meeting future water demands without the Lake Powell Pipeline is projected to be more
expensive than building the project, and alternatives will not diversify our sirsgés source as
noted in the EIS.

I support the completion of the EIS for the Lake Powell Pipeline and recognize it is an essential 0059-1
and affordable project for southern Utah. Please issue a Record of Decision for the Southern
Alternative.

Sincerely,
Susan Bown

I[dsmama@rocketmail.com
84790
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0060-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Susan Spivey <susanspiveyplatt@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2020 3:11 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Better solutions than the Lake Powell pipeline!

The best solution to the water needs of Washington and Kane Counties is conservation
not a $1.7 ++ billion pipeline.

Washington County has one of the highest per capita water use rates in the West (303
gallons per capita per day) +more than double what many other western cities use.
Compare that with desert communities like Tucson, which already is as low as 116
gallons per capita per day, and Albuquerque, which uses 128 gallons per capita per
day. A stronger focus on conservation in Washington County for new and existing
residents, along with reuse and water transfers, provides an incremental way to meet
new demands, instead of diverting more water from the Colorado River.

8WDKTV /HILVODWLYH $XGLWRU *HQHUDO UHYHDOHG QXPHUR
use data are collected and reported by local communities *including Washington

&RXQW\ 7KH SULPDU\ FRQFOXVLRQV RI WKDW DXGLW ZHUH 37
5HVRXUFHVY GRHV QRW KDYH UHOLDEOH ORFDO ZDWHU XVH GI
5HVRXUFHV@ TXHVWLRQ WKH UHOLDELOLW)\ RI T™We&KH GLYLVLRC
VWDWHfV ILQGLQJY FRUURERUDWH WKH FRQFOXVLRQ WKDW V
County do not prove a need for this pipeline.

There is also no guarantee that water will even be consistently available but the costs
will have been incurred. No one wants to pay for something they're not getting.

Washington County should learn to conserve and/or control growth before the entire
state is left holding the (dry) bag

For these reasons conservation is the best solution to the water needs of Washington

. L S 0060-1
and Kane Counties not a $1.7 billion pipeline.

Thank you,

Susan Spivey Platt
801.330.0099
susanspiveyplatt@gmail.com
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0061-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Terry Hickman <terryhickmanl@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, June 12, 2020 7:21 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline

0061-1
| wish to be added to the notification list for the Lake Powell

Pipeline. Thank you.
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0063-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Will Greathead <cadetgreathead@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 9, 2020 8:53 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline

The fact that we are considering a pipeline diverting more of ther&lo River's water is

absurd. The river is already completely dry by the time it reaches the Sea of Cortez. Lake Powell
is already unsustainable itself which is obvious with review of water data and the fact that it is
constantly dropping and below fydbol with the long term likelihood that it will have to be
abandoned as a reservoir. The level of agriculture in the named counties on this proposal are also
going to be long term unsustainable. The environmental impact of Glen Canyon Dam itself is
alread/ well understood in the Grand Canyon ecosystem. The continued pursuit of this pipeline
would be equal to a complete ignorance or denial of any hydrological information of the
Colorado River system readily available and is just another step in a lomd tmssteps in

Utah's public land management. | do not believe this project is reasonable or well thought out in
impact at all. This is yet another nail in the coffin of water sustainability in the southwest.

0063-1
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From: Blake Frei <blakefrei23@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 4:47 PM

To: LPP, BOBRhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Attn: Rick Baxter (Lake Powell Pipeline)
Attachments: LPP Letter.pdf

Mr. Baxter,

Pleasesee attached letter concerning the Lake Powell Pipeline.

Thanks,

Blake Frei, mba
The Frei Team

@ Realty Executives
cell: (435) 6803985
office: 4356281677
fax: 4356287480

www.blakefrei.com

CHECK US OUT ON ALL OF OUR PLATFORMS!

Error! Filename not specified.
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From: Boyd Livingston <boyd@cbstgeorge.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 5:09 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipe Line letter
Attachments: 20200616_144712.pdf

Please consider my letter. Thank you!
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From: emayjude@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Emma Judd
<emayjude@everyactioncustom.com>

Sent: Friday, June 19, 2020 10:13 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Reject the Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

Dear Bureau of Reclamation,

t }v[S v VC U}JE %]% 0]v % E}i SeX dzZ C- E
complicated solution to a problem that could easily be solved in other ways. |
urge you to rejecthe Lake Powell Pipeline and the damage it would inflict.
Removing water from the river for this project is unnecessary and would take
away water that's needed by wildlife and millions of people who live
downstream.

Sincerely,
Emma Judd
Coalville, UT 84y

emayjude@gmail.com

0128-1

0128

0128-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline
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0153-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Jake Carlen <jake.carlen@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, June 15, 2020 9:25 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL]

0153-1
| oppose the lake powell pipeline. | prefer conservation efforts in lieu of the pipeline.



From: Kade Ence <kade.ence@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 5:48 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] We need water
Attachments: MX-4070_20200616_155214.pdf

I've attached a letter sharing my support in completing the LPP.

Thanks,

Kade EncevBa
Real Estate Broker
Keller Williams Realty
435-862-9955

StGeorgeRealEstateUtah.com
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0195-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: lori@everyactioncustom.com on behalf of Lori McDonald <lori@everyactioncustom.com>
Sent: Friday, June 19, 2020 9:27 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Please Reject the Lake Powell Pipeline!

Dear Bureau of Reclamation,
0195-1
I'm writing to urge you to reject the Utah Division of Water Resources' proposed
Lake Powell Pipeline. The project is unnecessary, expensive and would seriously
damage the region's lands, water, wildlife and downstream comnesit

My husband and | are Utah natives and taxpayers. The proposed pipeline would
cut through fragile, irreplaceable public lands. The value of protecting these
landscapes far outweighs the overuse of water in Washington County.

Flooding Washington Caty with more water will induce more unsustainable
growth. Other cities across the Southwest and around the country have already
proven how little water when used wisely is needed for all to live a comfortable
life.

This development would also further fynent habitat many imperiled plants and
animals that inhabit this unique area. Removing water from the river for this
project is unnecessary and would take away water that's needed by wildlife and
millions of people who live downstream.

Sincerely,
Lori Mdonald
Park City, UT 84098

lori@turn4turn.com
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0203-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Mandie S <mandiek22@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 2:44 PM
To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline

The risks and Cost of the LPP outweigh any betwefitr community athis time.

The fact that we are junior in our rights to water shares of the colorado river that would feed the LPP is
a huge problem. Gambling with our tax dollars by building a pipeline that does not
GUARANTEBuUthern utah residents any kind of actual water isskyiand financially reckless

endeavor.

Our current conservation efforts fall far short of their potential. We absolutelsd a more creative

and efficient conservation system in place. We are a desert community, conservation of water usage
should be a nmber one priority for our local leaders to tackle. We need to optimize the water we
ACTUALLY are able to access in a real tangible capacity, and allocate it in a conservative and financially
responsible way.

Advancing a huge expensive project to brirgtev that we may or may not EVER be able to access is in
no way ouronly option. If we were to optimize our local managemefibur local water resources, and
put forth creative and attainable conservation strategies into play we could stem the needefaPfh
altogether. LPP should be a desperate last resort that we consider when all other efforts have been
made.

At this time | oppose the LPP. 0203-1

Thank you,
Mandie Shelton
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0225-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Rob Das <neoeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Monday, June 15, 2020 9:28 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental

Impact Statement
0225-1

We have enough water. If developers want to build thousands of new houses (like Desert Color), LET
THEM pay for this pipeline. It may not even be built in my lifetime. Why should existing customers have
to pay for future possible residents. Could me a hig®for this project. CONSERVE WATER FIRST. Start
with NO LAWNS. This is a desert. Act like it.

Sincerely,
Rob Das

robdas310@gmail.com
84790
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0229-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Julian Wright <ngeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 2:42 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental

Impact Statement

. . . 229-1
Reminds me of the "BIG DIG'Boston years ago. Has anyone here reviewed some of their problems? 0229

In our opinion, has anyone talked to GOD about having any water available? That is if there are more
outsiders immigrants coming here.

Sincerely,
Julian Wright

julianrobertwright@gmail.om
84790



0230

0230-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Elizabeth Fredrick <a@ply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 11:03 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental

Impact Statement
0230-1

| do not support the Lake Powell Pipeline. The communities in Southern Utah need to live within their
means and developers should not be permitted to build further until they find a renewable water
solution. The water from Lake Powell is part of the lifeain of the Colorado River that already supplies
water to communities for basic needs including agriculture. If you transport that water somewhere else,
you hurt those existing and established communities, include our food supply. The Colorado River does
not have an endless supply of water!

Thanks,

Liz

Sincerely,

Elizabeth Fredrick
emsneath@gmail.com
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0257-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Rob Das <robdas310@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 16, 2020 6:43 PM
To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Pipeline project

First of all, NOT IMPRESSED with the default "in favoptiin on the website. Very disingenuous. How
dare you? How do you *know* what website visitors opinions are?

Secondly, we (St George) have enough water for the existing residents. If developers want to build
thousands of new houses (like Desert ColdE)l THEM pay for this pipeline. It may not even be built in
my lifetime. Why should existing customers have to pay for future possible residents? Based on what
I've read, we don't need it yetmaybe never. What jobs are going to support all these potential
thousands of new residents?

Thirdly, it seems like someone/people involved with this project are determined to ram it through,
despite the potential negative impacts on Indian lands, and by apparently manipulating data. This whole
thing needs independerdversight.

Lastly, CONSERVE WATER FIRST. Start with NO LAWNS. This is a desert. Act like it.
No Lake Powell Pipeline. 0257-1

Sincerely,

Rob Das
St. George, UT 84790
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From: Carlson,Sean A <SCarlson@mwdh20.com>

Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 5:06 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] request to be added to notification LiskePowell

Pipeline Project Environmental Impact Statement
Greetings,

Please add me to the notification list for the projecake Powell Pipeline Project Environmental
Impact Statement

Thank you,

Sean Carlson

Team Manager, Environmental Planningt®ec
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California
700 N Alameda St

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Office: 213217-6276

Cell: 909374-2751

This communication, together with any attachments or embedded links, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain
information that is confidential or legally protected. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, disclosure,
copying, dissemination, distribution or use of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error,
please notify the sender immediately by return e-mail message and delete the original and all copies of the communication, along with any
attachments or embedded links, from your system.



From: Katrina Schwab <tiaschwabl1l@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2020 11:01 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline Prefadblic comment

To Whom it May Concern:

| strongly oppose the proposed Lake Powell Pipeline because it would cause great harm to our
water resources. Its construction would violate Washington County's commitment to
permanently protect the Red Cliffs Desert Reserve. It would threaten the alreadyendangered
Mojave desert tortoises since it will cut directly through its densest population, and weaken the
Bureau of Land Management's Red Cliffs National Conservation Area, setting a worrying
precedent. Further, the $3 billion, taxpayerfunded pipeline is a dubious investment because the
Colorado River-- on which it's dependent -- may be depleted as drought cycles become more
severe.

Sincerely,

Tia Schwad

0282-1
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0289
0289-1 Water Supply

From: Troy Belliston <troy@bellistonconstruction.com>

Sent: Thursday, June 18, 2020 6:39 PM 0289-2 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline
To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP Comments

June 18, 2020

Mr. Rick Baxter, Program Manager
Bureau of Reclamation, Provo Area Office
302 East Lakeview Parkway

Provo, UT 84606

Mr. Baxter:
As a father, former city councilman, and owner of a full -service construction company in
Washington County, | recognize the need to increase and diversify our wa ter supply for the

stability of our growing community. Washington County is one of the fastest growing cities
in the nation and has a limited water resource that is nearly fully developed. New resource
development and additional water conservation are esse ntial for our future.

My wife and | are both natives of southern Utah. After a decade of service in the armed

forces, we wanted to return home and raise our children in a stable environment. Our family

is here. Our home is here. Our business is here. We lo ve this community and want to
protect its high quality of life while allowing the community to grow in a way that adds value
and quality of life to its citizens. Additionally, it is extremely important to me that my
future grandchildren and their families have the opportunity to live here in Southern Utah
and without the LPP that opportunity is quickly becoming slim.

Without a safe, reliable water supply, our community will not reach its full potential. The

Lake Powell Pipeline is the only option that can GLYHUVLI\ VRXWKHUQ 8WDKTV ZDWHU VX
6RXWKHUQ 8WDKfV RQJRLQJ GURXJKW DQG FOLPDWH YDULDWLRQV XQGHU
WR WDS LQWR 8WDKfV XQXVHG &RORUDGR 5LYHU ZDWHU ULJKW

Additional water conservation is also necessary as we continue growing . Washington County 0289-1
has decreased its per capita water use by 30% from 2000 -2018 while nearly doubling its
SRSXODWLRQ $ UHFHQW ODQG XVH VWXG\ E\ WKH 8WDK *RYHUQRUTV 21II|LI
%XGIJHW FRQILUPHG WKDW :DVKLQJWRQ &RXQW\&YhoSt b&des \/EffctetrtV DUH DPR(
in the state. New developments feature little to no turf as well as water -smart fixtures and
appliances. Developers have adopted smart water development practices to safeguard

against the risks of a single, limited water supply.

We are committed to additional water conservation, reuse and other efforts to stretch our 289-2
ORFDO ZDWHU VXSSOLHV EXW ZH QHHG WKH /DNH 3RZHOO 3LSHOLQH WF0 89-
FXUUHQW DQG IXWXUH LQYHVWPHQWY 7KHUH LVQTW D VXEVWLWXWH IRU

Respectfully,
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Troy Belliston

Troy Belliston
Belliston Construction, Inc
(435)2293785
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0326-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Janet Calliham <janetcalliham@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 10:49 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline

0326-1
This is a boondoggle that will never pay for itself detiver the promised water from a
declining source. | am adamantly opposed to moving forward on this Cadillac Desert project.

Janet Calliham
Mobile# 435531-3201



From: kaelynanfinsen@utah.gov on behalf of Brian Steed
<briansteed@utah.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 7:59 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment: Lake Powell Pipeline Environmental Impact
Statement

Attachments: RBaxter LPP B¥2520.docx

To the Bureau of Reclamation,
ATTN: Mr. Rick Baxter

Please accept the attached comment on the Lake Powell Pipeline draft Environmental Impact
Statement.This is sent by the Department of Natural Resources, Executive Director, Brian C.
Steel. DNR, 1594 West North Temple, SLC, Ug4116.

Brian Steed

Executive Director
Utah Department of Natural Resources

801-538-7201
brianstee@utah.gov

0330



State of Utah

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

BRIAN C. STEED
GARY R. HERBERT Executive Director
Governor

SPENCER J. COX
Lieutenant Governor

June 25, 2020

Mr. Rick Baxter

Program Manager

Bureau of Reclamation
Provo Area Office

302 East Lakeview Parkway
Provo, UT 84606

Dear Mr. Baxter:

In 2006,the Utah State Legislatutmanimouslypassedhe Lake Powell Pipeline Development

Act UHFRJQL]JLQJ WKDW VRXWKZHVWHUQ 8WDKTfV SRSXODWLRQ
addition to a continued focus on conservation. On March 28, 202@r@Herbert signed the
ConcurrentResolution& RQFHUQLQJ WKH 3URWHFWLRQ 'HYHORSPHQW [
River Compact AllocatiorThe resolution affirms8 W Ddéfivitment to: (1) develop and place to
beneficial use water apportionedWtah undercertainColorado River compacts; (Bhplement

practices thapromote water efficiency arebnservation; and (3) work witReclamatiorand other

Colorado River Basin states in the implementation of the Drought Contingency Plansagdtration

of the Colorado River 2007 Interim Guidelines.

By the passage of both the 2006 Act and 2020 Concurrent Resolution, the Legislature echoed the beli
of many local elected officials and residents tidkK HUH LV QR PRUH SUHMHMyaddJ LVV:
life than having a&afe reliable, and resilient water supply. The policies are consistenpvéthious
feedbackromthe * RYHUQRUfV :DWHU 6W U RetbhimesdadrStafdRilate7 Strategy V
(2017) and recommendations fro&"\W D K 1V : D W H UTheE\sMo dRubiat Washington County
KDV D VLIJQLILFDQW QHHG IRU WKH /DNH 3RZHOO 3LSHOLQH ,
population growth and economic expansion, and to provide a secondary water source that for far too
long has reliedaely on the Virgin River.

The LakePowell Pipeline permit filings before the Departmenthafinterior and cooperating agencies
represent the culmination ektensive scientific studies and public outreach over the past 15 years
concerning complianceith the: (1) National Environmental Policy Act; (2) Endangered Species Act;
(3) National Historic Preservation Act; (4) Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act;
(5) Archaeological Resources Protection Act; 6yratory Bird Treaty Act; (7Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act; (8Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act; (3Flean Water Act; (1ORivers and Harbors
Act; and(11) manystate laws and regulations.

The consensus view from this comprehensive effort is that the environmental ithpackscur during
construction and operation of the Lake Powell Pipeline can be mitigated successfully.

Safe and reliable water can be delivered to the area while also maintaining its

environmental integrity.

1594 West North Temple, Suisg1Q PO Box14561Q Salt Lake City, UT 84115610
telephone (801$387200 xfacsimile (8016387315 xwwwnr.utah.gov
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Page2 0330-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

June 29, 2020
Subject:

0330-1
Without question, Utah has some of teDWLRQTV PRVW L QF U H@GpEddi @D WX UPD

effective partnership developed withe Bureau oReclamatiorover decadeand the work of your team
leading the environmental impact statement. In addition to a continued focus on waterayftcid
conservation, theake Powell Pipeline is a crucial project for meeting existing and future water needs|in
southwestern Utah.look forward to our continuegartnership aReclamatiorcompletes the findlake
Powell PipelineEnvironmental Impactt&tement and issues a Record of Decisiaming the Southern
Alignment aghe Preferred Alternative.

Sincerely,

Brian C. Steed
Executive Director
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0331-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Gmail <kathycurcio9@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, June 27, 2020 12:02 PM
To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline

To whom it may concern:

| have been aecond homeowner in St George for ten years now and Am writing to express my
concern over the Lake Powell pipeline project. Growth and development is out of control in the St
George area and seemingly without much regard to the environmental and soc&qences that
may ensue. It defies common sense to pursue such aggressive growth when the desert cannot provide
a sustainable Water source. There is no guarantee in the face of climate change that Lake Powell will
be able to provide the water needed toeat such aggressive growth. And in addition the burden of the
cost of the project will be prohibitive.

Southwest Utah needs to be protected and not exploited. Thank you for considering my opinion.
Katherine Curcio

0331-1

Sent from my iPhone
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0332-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Katherine Canada <kcanada@me.com>
Sent: Saturday, June 27, 2020 3:40 PM
To: LPP, BOBhaPRO
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public comments
L . . - N . . . 0332-1
I live in Cedar City and wish to express my opinion that the pipeline is a mistake. A big, expensive
mistake. Invest in water conservation and reclamation instead. Thank you.

Kathy Canada

270 S200 W

Cedar City, Utah 84720
435531-0442

Sent from my iPad



From: Kim Despain <kim.despain@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 9:09 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell pipeline;

Las Vegas has been pumping water from the ice age runoff from Charleston Mountain area for
years. Has Washington County considered doing the same thing from the Pine Valley Mouhtains.

JV[S IVIA tZ § 3Z 8 3Z «pul( & }ulvP }(( W]v s 00 G D}uvs v ]
water available from that aquifer than going to the expense ofding a a steel pipe line from Lake
Powell to Washington CountyHas any one considered that option of taking water from the aquifer
from Pine Valley MountainEducate me about the situation, Pkease.

(O)¢]

0333-1

0333-1 Water Resources

0333
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0340-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Mary Bates Abbott <mba531@outlook.com>
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 5:33 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline

0340-1
This unnecessary project will not only increase water bills and drain the Colorado River, it will put a
target on water supplies elsewhere in the Great Basin. 6W *HRUJH LV RQH RI WKH ZHVW{Y{V|Z
wasters. The pipeline will feed green lawns, golf courses and swimming pools that guzzle water
while conservation takes a backseat to ravenous consumption.

Removing lawns, restricting watering and managing demand responsibly must be a priority. It will
save bhillions of dollars and billions of gallons of water. Residents of St. George consume almost
double the amount of water than Las Vegas residents on a daily basis. Instead of building a pipeline,
they can cut usage without incurring costs.

Once this project further drains Lake Powell and Lake Mead, where else will water officials turn to in
their quest to fuel sprawl development in the desert?

Please enter my comments into the record.

Mary B Abbott

Mary Bates Abbott

Sent from my toaster oven.
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0347-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Hilburn Berry <ngeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 5:43 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental

Impact Statement

0347-1
We the people of Washington County have been waiting for years to get this pipe line done. In
the meantime the price has almost double. We need the water and | support this project.
Thanks,
Hilburn Berry

Sincerely,
Hilburn Berry

hhbberry@gmail.com
84790
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0348-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: RICHARD STEHMEIERreply @washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 5:17 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental

Impact Statement

0348-1
| support this project as it will help ensure that the Southern Utah area has the needed water for
continued development. It reflects forward thinking and planning and will help those that live in
the Washington County Area have the water that they neteé iiniture.

Sincerely,
RICHARD STEHMEIER

Rich.Stehmeier@sgcity.org
84790
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0349-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Jim Hubbard <neeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 4:45 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental

Impact Statement

0349-1
| fully support this project. What alternative do we really have? | have trouble understanding
why the City of St. George and Washington County continue to allow such rapid growth if our
future hinges on this project.
Enviromental and First Nation objeatis could tie this project up for years to come. Is all this
growth wise?

Sincerely,
Jim Hubbard

jhub8@aol.com
84790
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0351-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Joyce Passmore <fieply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 5:11 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental

Impact Statement

0351-1
| oppose the pipeline. There are so many states that are taking water now, what happens when
the water runs out! No one will have water. Has this been considered?

Sincerely,
Joyce Passmore

jpassmore98@yahoo.com
847375613
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0354-1
From: William B Murphy <ng@eply@washco.utah.gov>
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 7:43 AM
To: LPP, BOBhaPRO
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental

Impact Statement

0354-1
No to this expensive pipeline. No No NO get it ! | think that their are many different ways to
accomplish this goal. What did Phoenix Arizona do?

Sincerely,
William B Murphy

skibikehike@earthlink.net
84780



From: Dall C Flanders <meply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Saturday, June 27, 2020 1:43 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental

Impact Statement

OKAY! where do you think we will get the water to put in the PIPE? Lake Powell is about 60
years old. How many times has it been full? ONCE! All the water that flows in the Colorado
drainage is already allocated. Don't believe me go to Mexico and seeuwaater is flowing

into the Gulf of California. not much and it's loaded with salt. There is only so much water that
flows in the Colorado drainage.

How about slowing the growth. Heaven forbid! Do we need the growth? Let the developers pay.

Why should ve the people need to pay for things we do not want.

What happens when there is not enuff water in the lake. Why, who? keeps trying to keep this
thing alive. Think about this. Long term, Why Create a disaster.

One other thing once if it is built. Who, Hawit to be maintained? More money! more

problems! As a Taxpayer this pipeline is not in the best use of money or time. The only ones it
will really benefit are real estate developers

Sincerely,
Dall C Flanders

dallflanders@g.com
847371605

0355-1

0355

0355-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



From: nathan st. andre <nst_andre@LIVE.COM>
Sent: Saturday, June 27, 2020 2:39 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Quagga Mussel Mitigation

After doing some review of the Lake Powrlbeline | feel that there is inadequate measured to
prevent quagga mussel invasion into sand hollow and eventually quail creek. | have been doing
research on quagga mussels for 2 years now. The chance of failure and introducing quagga
mussels into the gin River system is too high. On top of the projected 1.7 billion dollars in
projected price to complete the project, the estimated prices in damage mitigation are going to
astronomical. The following DOI report outlines billions of dollars in damagetfrese

organisms alone. These will be introduced and cost us tax payers millions. How will this save tax
payers in the long run? How will this be beneficial?

https://www.doi.gov/sites/doi.gov/files/uploads/isac _infrastructure white paper.pdf

Invasive Species Impacts on Infrastructure

Invasive SpecieV ,PSDFWV RQ ,QIUDVWUXFWXUH $SSURYHG E\ LVD
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Invasive species represent one of the most significant threats to
ecosystems, human and animal health, infrastructure, the economy, and cultural resources.
Because potentally invasive, non-native species typically enter the United States through

Nathan St. Andre
Follow me at www.standrephotography.com

0356-1

0356-1 Aquatic Invasive Species

0356
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0357-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: James Varney <outlook_6FOBB046A9BODF74@outlook.com>

Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 11:57 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental Impact
Statement

0357-1

This proposal is an obvious attempt by Kane and Washington counties Water Conservancy Districts to
acquire water rights from the Colorado Rivéiagree we need to develop a project to protect these

water rights. The Lake Powell Pipeline Pipe Lind@Tthe project to do this.| am sure if preliminary
research is done a more beneficial project could be defined closer to the source. (Colorado River)

It is claimed by the WCD'S that the costs associated with building this pipeline, would be covered by
increased fees to the endsers. By doing some simple math the cost to the arger, just to connect to
this water, would be in excess of $20,000.00 each and this does not include the cost for water.
Washington county their may be a few people who daaiford these costs, but in Kane county, there
would be very few.What good is the water if you can not afford to buy it.

| would suggest the governing body perform investigations into those people who are in favor of the
project. It is very obvious sue of people stand to make significant personal gains, both financial and
power.

Kane County currently has an excess of water for it needs and will for many years into the Titisre.
has been confirmed publicly many times by Mr. Noel, chairman of éme ICounty Water Conservancy
District. Mr. Noel recently offered to sell a substacial amountkafne County water to a new business
concern trying to locate near to KanatWe have enough water.

Environmental Impactin my opinion there would be velfigtle impact and it could be dealt with as it is
defined. The Utah people seem to have a very short memory concerning extreme EnvironrRentl

the Legacy Highway project in Northern Utahoverwhelming number of people in Davis and Salt Lake
Countes agreed this was a necessary projatthen the time came to do the environmental impact

study the extreme left environmentalists groups (Sierra Club, Southern Utah Wilderness Society etc.) will
come pouring out of every place in the USFey will cli foul, and demand we as citizens comply with

and pay for,all their frivolous demandsThis is exactly what happened to the Legacy Highway

project. (3 E oo 8Z P}A Ev]vP P v C[+ }A }Av 8} 3Z VvA]JE}vu vs o+ u
proceeded. This angle group of people caused the Legacy project to be delayed over fifteen (15) years

at a additional cost of over $20,000,000.00 which we as citizens paitl¢an see the pipeline costing

way more than planned onYou add this to the already three #lion dollars and it makes this project
financially impossible.

The final comment on this projeche Governor of Utah, Honorable Governor Herbert, requested that
the project be reviewed by the Department of Economics University of Utah in regatdditancial
feasibility. Professor Thomas Maloney, Chair of the Economics Department and 22 other professors in
the Economics department, ALL reviewed this project in great deiétiér long extensive study using all
available resources, a letter wass3 §} '}JA EV}E , E ES AZ] Z ]v % ES « ] ~ « }v
have major concerns about the debt and increased water rates and/or increased impact fees that will be
Me C SZ]+ %o &l ohie pmfeXsors signed this letteeed | say m@?
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Thank you for this opportunity to respond.



0358

0358-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Paul hyde <phyde @pagelumber.com>
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 11:08 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell pipeline

0358-1
dZ %o]% o0]v % E}i S ] % E}i $ SZ S Z 0%  syetGhe populatmn¥ef E vS P |}

the entire state are expected to pay for itntil the quagamuscel problem is addressixtre can be no
pipeline period. The Project is not needed , it is not wanted by anyone outside of St. George, and we
cannot afford it. The peple of Utah are being held hostage by a few people that consider only their own
WANTS.

Virus-free. www.avast.com
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0360-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Richard Spotts <raspotts2@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 2:41 PM

To: Richard Spotts

Subject: [EXTERNAL] FYhe roots of a coming Lake Powell Pipeline legal
tangle

FYI - If you have not already seen it, you may find dinicle at the web link and pasted in below
of interest. It describes some LPP related legal concerns that the recently released BOR LPP
DEIS fails to substantively addresdtah and BOR apparently want to move the LPP forward
without resolving these iass. Federal agencies normally explain how legal compliance
requirements would be or are achieved in Chapter 1 of NEPA EISs andAE2asna has

already raised legal concerns in its scoping comments.

Do BOR and the relevant federal cooperating ageiiBiesl, NPS, FWS, BIA) care that the

LPP may violate "the Law of the River" (ColoraRéver Compact)?Are these agencies'

officials willing to assume the risk, if they ultimately issue RODs approving the LPP, that

subsequent litigation and a court decisioay void those RODs and firillat those officials

acted outside of their proper authorityPthis occurs, who would be responsible for any

associated waste of further public funds and any estoppel damages from detrimental reliance on

those RODsWho wauld properly assume a muttillion-dollar debt obligation without first 0360-1
doing "due diligence" on the legal risksi? you jump off a cliff into a lake, shouldn't you know

how deep it is first?

Thanks for your consideration.

Richard Spotts
Saint Georgd&Jtah

http://www.inkstain.net/fleck/2020/06/threots of-a-cominglake-powellpipelinelegaktangle/

The roots of a coming Lake Powell Pipeline
legal tangle

Posted b\Eric Kuhn ON 17 June2020.10:46am

BY ERIC KUHN



Location of Lower Colorado River Basin community of St. George, Utah

As Utah pushes forward with its proposed Lake Powell Pipetare attempt move over 80,000 acre feet per
year of its Upper Colorado River Basin allocation to communities in the Lower Bassworth revisiting
one of the critical legal milestones iKH HYROXWLRQ RI ZKDW ZH KDYH FRPH WR FDOO

7KH GLYLVLRQ RI WKH JUHDW ULYHUYV ZDWHUVKHG LQWR DQ 38SSHU ¢
allocations to each, was the masterstroke that allowed the successful complégo@albrado River

Compact in 1922. But the details of how that separation plays out in water management today were not

solidified until a littlediscussed U.S. Supreme Court ruling in 1955, in the early years of the -tlaogdegal
VWUXJJOH NQR@D DPV&BOLIRUQLD ~

Most, if not all, of the small army of lawyers, engineers, water managers, board members, academics, tribal

officials, NGO representatives, and journalists now actively engaged in Colorado River issues are familiar with

the 1963 ArizoD Y &DOLIRUQLD 6XSUHPH &RXUW GHFLVLRQ ,W ZDV $UL]JRQI
that cleared the road for the Congressional authorization and construction of the Central Arizona Project

(CAP). Many in the ranks are also quite familiar wittm®n H. Rifkind, the courappointed Special Master

who conducted lengthy hearings and worked his way through a mountain of case briefs and exhibits before
ZULWLQJ KLV PDVWHUYVY UHSRUW WKDW VHW WKH famiRdH IRU WKH
with George |. Haight. Haight was the first special master in the case, appointed og, 18t 1He died

unexpectedly in late July 1959.wo weeks before his death he madgitical decision that was upheld by the

Supreme Court and set the basic direction of the case. Today, as the basin grapples with climate change,
VKRUWDJHY GHFOLQLQJ UHVHUYRLU OHYHOV DQG PRVW UHFHQWO\ ¢
expoting a portion of its Upper Basin water to the Lower Basin to meet future needs in the St. George area,
+DLIJKWTV IRUJRWWHQ RSLQLRQ ORRPV ODUJH

In late 1952 when Arizona filed the case, it was about disputed issues over the interpretation of both the

Colorado River Compact and the Boulder Canyon Project Act. Among its claims for relief, Arizona asked the

court to find that it was entitled to 3.8 million adet under Articles Ill(a) & (b) of the compact (less a small

amount for Lower Basin uses by New M=xin the Gila River and Utah in the Virgin River drainages), that

under the Boulder Canyon Project Act California was strictly limited to 4.4 millionfeeteer year, that its

SVWUHDP GHSOHWLRQ™ WKHRU\ RI PHDV XU Lapd tHaRePap @Fivv off BERR UW LR QP t
Mead be assigned to each Lower Division state in proportion to their benefits from Lake Gédigatnia, of

FRXUVH YLJRURXVO\ RSSRYHRBEDIRQRYW EODPLPVUVW PRYHV ZDV WR
tobrLQJ LQWR WKH FDVH DV 3LQGLVSHQVDEOH" SDUWLHV WKH 8SSHU 'L

0360



\RPLQJ &DOLIRUQLDYVY ORJLF ZDV WKDW WKH FRPSDFW LVVXHV UDLV
basin state (history has shown California wghtron).

The Upper Division states were desperately opposed to participating in thdeaking the clock up to the

early 1950s, these states, including Arizona, had successfully negotiated, ratified, and obtained Congressional
approval for the Upperdorado River Basin Compact. They were now actively seeking Congressional

legislation for the Colorado River Storage Project Act (CRSPA), the federal law that would authorize Glen

Canyon Dam (Lake Powell) and numerous other Upper Basin projdpfer Bas officials feared that if

WKH\ EHFDPH DFWLYHO\ LQYROYHG LQ $ULJ]RQD Y &DOLIRUQLD &DOLI
use it as an excuse to delay approval of CRSPA (as it had successfully done with the CAP). Thus, these states
andtherFORVH DOO\ $UL]JRQD RSSRVHG &DOLIRUQLDYV PRWLRQ

7KH EDVLV RI WKHLU RSSRVLWLRQ ZDV UHODWLYHO\ VLPSOH 8QGHU V
obligations at Lee Ferry, the basins were separate hydrologic entities, the issues raised by Arzsolelwer

Lower Basin matters, and that Arizona was asking for nothing from the Upper Division 3ta¢@sstrategy

worked. InaJuly11,19550pinion +DLJKW UHFRPPHQGHG &DOLIRUQddi§ish,PRWLRQ EF
the Supreme Court upheld his recommendation and, except for Utah and New Mexico a tovéireBasin

interests only, the Upper Division states were out of the CEse Upper Division states cheered the

decision. $UL]RQDYTV FUDIW\ ODUN :LOPHU GHYLVHG D QHZ OLWLJDWLRQ V\
XOWLPDWHO\ +DLJKWfkindy XilEd-thBY thieRelivassriom&e@ to decide any issue related to the

compact. For more details, sBeienceBe Dammed Chapter 15.

In convincing Special Master HaighZ R GHQ\ & DOLIRUQLDYV PRWLRQ $UL]JRQD DQG W
WXUQHG KLP LQWR DQ DUGHQW IDQ RI WKH &RORUDGR 5LYHU &RPSDF'
controversy between the states involved. It was an act seemingly based on thoowighige by the
QHIJRWLDWRUV ,W PXVW KDYH EHHQ GLIILFXOW RI DFFRPSOLVKPHQW
MXVWLINLQJ KLV GHFLVLRQ KH IRXQG 37KH &RORUDGR 5LYHU &RPSDFV
The division of the Col@do River System waters into Upper and Lower Basins was, and is, one of its most
LPSRUWDQW IHDWXUHV W OHIW WR HDFK %DVLQ WKH VROXWLRQ WR
inrce EDVLQ SUREOHP X f&M pgésHatét, WKBI\W 37KH &RPSDFW E\ LWV WHUPV SL
separate groups in the Colorado River Basin. Each of these is independent in its sphere. The members of each
JURXS PDNH WKH GHWHUPLQDWLRQV MF¥ SHEW/Q QV 3\& Kb WixheHR K'\S § V VB IUR-
Colorado River Compact there was apportioned to each basin a given amount of water, and it is impossible for
WKH 8SSHU %DVLQ 6WDWHV WR KDYH DQ\ LQWHUHVW LQ ZDWHU DOOR

Fifty five years later, how would Special Masktaight view the problems the Colorado River Basin is facing

where climate change is impacting the water available to both basins, through the coordinated operation of
/IDNHVY OHDG DQG 3RZHOO WKH EDVLQTV GURXJKWefRQMen IHQF\ SODQ
UHVRXUFHV LQ WKH *UDQG &DQ\RQ ORFDWHG LQ WKH /RZHU %DVLQ L
'DP DQG PRVW UHFHQWO\ WZR VWDWHY 1HZ OH[LFR DQG 8WDK KDYH
Upper Basin water in the Low8asin? With one major exception, | think he would be pleased. Haight

understood that through Article VI, the compact parties had a path to resolve their disputes and implement

creative solutions. The first part of Article VI sets forth a formal appredigte each state governor appoints

a commissioner, the commissioners meet and negotiate a solution to the issue at hand and then take the

solution back to their states for legislative ratification. This formal process has never been used, but luckily,
ArtLFOH 9, DOVR SURYLGHY DQ DOWHUQDWLYH 7KH ODVW VHQWHQFH V
adjustment of any such claim or controversy by any present method or by direct future legislative action of the
LQWHUH V WittGANRZOMMDM XIWHG WR UDWLI\ WKH FRPSDFW LQ WKH V &ROR
successfully used federal legislation to implement &tite ratification strategy (the Boulder Canyon Project

Act).

7KH HIFHSWLRQ WKDW ZRXOG FRQFH U @ trabdfel ahtutl80,000\adestol/its QLOD W H U
Upper Basin water to the Lower Basin via the Lake Powell Pipeline. The LPP violates the basic rationale that

Haight used to keep the Upper Basin out of Arizona v. California and for which Utah and its sister Upper

Division states fought so hardhe project uses water apportioned for exclusive use in the Upper Basin, terms
carefully defined by the compact negotiators, to solve a water supply problem in the Lower Basin.

0360



"HIHQGHUV RI 8WDKYV P D \agatteadyHder sBheSNAvhfeGatud Riveline, which delivers

7,500 acrelHHW Rl 1HZ OH[LFRYV 8SSHU %DVLQ ZDWHU WR WKH FRPPXQLW\
Navajo Nation. But if that is to be cited as a precedent, it comes with an importarit bkeve&dexico

addressed the compact issues through federal legislation with the participation and consent of the other basin

states and stakeholders. Utah, by comparison, apparently believes federal legislation, and by implication the
consent of others ithe basin, is not needed.

,Q WKH IDFH RI FOLPDWH FKDQJH LQGXFHG GHFOLQLQJ ULYHU IORZV L
there is no question that the basic compact ground rules devised by the negotiators a century ago will face
increasing pessure.There will likely be more future projects and decisions that, like the LPP, will challenge
the strict language of the compact. The question now facing the basin is how will this revisiting be
accomplished? Will it be done in an open and transparanner that engages not just the states, but a broad
UDQJH RI VWDNHKROGHUY DQG LPSOHPHQWHG WKURXJK OHJLVODWLR
requires no opposition from any major party to get through the Senate) or by a semigeflidecisions
designed to benefit or advantage individual states or specific entities, but with no inpuirofrbay the
basin as a whole?

0360



0361

From: raspotts2@gmail.com
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 2:01 AM

To: raspotts2@gmail.com
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Letter: Pipeline is another waste of Utahns' mdreySalt Lake Tribune

FYI

https://www.sltrib.com/opinion/letters/2020/06/24/letter-pipelineis/

Sent from my iPhone



From: raspotts2@gmail.com

Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 12:58 AM

To: raspotts2@gmail.com

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Letters to the Editor: Residents outline support for and opposition to Lake
Powell Pipelinet St George News

>FYFMy LTE is sandwiched between two pro LPP LTEs. One from a former Washington County
Commissioner and the other from a construction industry representative.

>

> https://www.stgeorgeutah.com/news/archive/2020/06/25/Itetters-to-the-editor-residents
outline-supportfor-and-oppositionto-lake-powelkpipeline/

>

>

> Sent from my iPhone

0362



From: Richard Kanner <richard.kanner@hsc.utah.edu>
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 7:27 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell pipeline

Sirs:

| strongly oppose the Lake Powell pipeline for the following reasons.
1. Water in WashingtorCounty is much too cheap encouraging wastage of this precious resource.

2.

3.

Washington County has one of the nations highest use of water where the population wastes
water and have no incentive to use this resource wisely.

The taxpayers of Utah as a whole arat just Washington County will get stuck with paying the
cost of this project. Only the land developers in Washington County will come out ahead with
the rest of us paying the bill.

The pipeline will almost certainly go way over budget.

The amount of watein the Colorado River continues to diminish as a drought persists in the
Southwest. This will lead to Lake Powell falling too low to send water to Washington County.
There is the possibility of the Glen Canyon dam being removed with the drainage é¢fdvadk
into Lake Mead to conserve water by decreasing surface evaporation.

Please, please do not put the profits of a few already wealthy developers ahead of the population of the
entire state.

Thank you.

Richard E. Kanner, MD

University of Utah Schoadf Medicine

Division of Respiratory, Critical Care and Occupational Medicine
Department of Internal Medicine

26 N. 1900 E.

Salt Lake City, Utah 84137701

Tel: 801581-5707

Email: Richard.kanner@hsc.utah.edu

0363-1

0363

0363-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline



0364

From: rex burton <rrb.asi@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 11:08 PM

To: LPP, BOBRhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental Impact
Statement

To whom it may concern,

The only people that will benefit from  this project are realtors, land developers,
contractors & of course the politicians who will be accepting campaign donations
from all these companies and individuals. This project will harm the environment
simply by allowing more people to be added to this  already vulnerable region. All
the various types of pollution associated with people will increase.

I have lived in large cities and moved here because of that experience. | saw
explosive growth happen in Boulder Colorado and the rest of the northern Den ver
area back in the early 1980s and it was and is a disaster. What saved the Boulder
Colorado (it was the initial epicenter for growth) was they shut down completely

the building of new homes this and other measures saved that community.

Cessation of grow th saved the local economy, the local school system and helped to
keep the epidemic of drugs in the region at bay.

The big lie is that this effort will create more jobs and it will, but it will mainly be
low-paying construction jobs, retail jobs, food ser  vice jobs, hospitality industry
jobs, call centers etc. These are low -paying jobs that won't allow the children
currently growing up in this area to make a living wage. As more people come it will
drive the price of everything higher. Any economist or stud ent of history can
easily point to hundreds of examples with these kinds of outcomes.

Local and state politicians can't even look as far as Salt Lake City to see what more
or less unbridled growth gets a community or region in the end. With no exceptions
the only cost local and state politicians will talk about is the cost for the project
itself (which is absurd). They don't mention the higher taxes that will have to
happen to support the influx of people this will probably bring. | don't believe

there is a politician living in the state of Utah that has the kind of large -scale
construction experience, large project management experience or any of the other
technical or management skills that this would require.

Sincerely,



0364

Rex Burton

482 W. CanyonTrail Cir.
Dammeron Valley, UT 84783
Phone: 720-820-8289



0365-1 Water Resources

From: Sandra Webb <sbwebb44@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 3:35 PM 0365-2 Socioeconomics
To: LPP, BOBhaPRO
Subject: [EXTERNAL] LLP Reasons Against
0365-1
1. Washington county has been improving its waterservation, but it can do a lot more. People,
(especially those moving in from other areas) need to be educated on beirgigateteriscape
Landscapinghould be mandatory; large decorative fountains should be eliminated, and many
other options.
2. LLP depends on water rights from Colorado River & many other states have already
made their claims on the system. Lake Powell water has been shrinking and has not been
full in 20 years.
0365-2

It will be too costly. Current est. is $128billion, but could go higer. Who will pay?
Property taxes are likely to rise. Other needed infrastructure will probably be cut back in
order to subsidize LLP.

This is an important decision & should not be decided by developers alone. The LLP should be
decided by voters

Thank you ér your attention
Sandra Webb

2291 N Prospector Ln
Washington UT 84780

0365



From: Don Nash <skulzfontaine@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 9:05 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline

Dear Bureau of Reclamation:

Comments and opinions are many and sometimes obtuse. Either way, | am
adamantly opposed to ANY pipeline being built from Lake Powell to
accommodate southern Utah. Southern Utahns need to learn how to live
within their means and those means do NOT include taking preciou s water
from Lake Powell to water golf courses in and around St. George. Colorado
River water is used by so many different people and the allocations of those
waters is about three times over what is reasonably allocated at present.

Do not allow the pipel ine to go forward.

with respect,

Don Nash

2629 South Melbourne Street

Salt Lake City, Utah

84106

0367-1

0367

0367-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline
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0371-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: James Debenham <themadbluebird@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 12:16 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Feedback on pipeline

Hello,

Thank you for the chance to offer public feedback on the proposed pipeline from Lake Bowell t 0371-1

St. George. As a lifetime resident of Utah, | am strongly opposed to the overuse of our natural
resources. If the water were truly necessary to sustain life, that would be one thing, but | see a lot
of dark green lawns and golf courses around Washir@tamty and know that they account for

a high percentage of water usage. Please, do not further abuse the Colorado River which is
already barely reaching the Pacific Ocean, just for some golf courses and lawns in the desert.

Respectfully,

James Debenham



From: Valerie Schultz <valerie@concisefocus.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 8:56 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] No Pipeline

/ }v[§ A v§ 18X
/ }v[s o]l 18X
Val Douroux

Writer | Director
(818) 2450390
www.valdouroux.com

0373-1

0373

0373-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline
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From: Bryan Thiriot <bthiriot@fivecounty.utah.gov>

Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2020 3:48 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline draft Environmental Impact Statement
Attachments: DOC328.pdf

This email has beemeceived from outside of DOI- Use caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Dear Mr. Baxter,

Attached is my written comments that | see defining the need for the Lake Powell pipeline.
Thanks for your consideration,

BryanThiriot

Executive Director
Five County Association of Governments
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0377-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

0377-1
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From: Dale Pierson <dpierson.rwau@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, July 6, 2020 1:59 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Cc: ‘Todd Adams'

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline
Attachments: BR LPP L3tter.doc

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Rick,

Attached please see a letter from our Association with public comment On the LPP Draft Environmental
Statement.

Thanks,

Dale Pierson

Rural Water Association of Utah
801-419-8109



0380-1 Alternatives
RURAL WATER ASSOCIATION OF UTAH

5HG 3LQH 'ULYH f $OSLQH 87 -756 + ZFKRDJH-7565036

July __, 2020

Mr. Rick Baxter

Program Manager

Bureau of Reclamation
Provo Area Office

302 East Lakeview Parkway
Provo, UT 84606

Dear Mr. Baxter,

The Rural Water Association of Utah has always been supportive of reliable, safe,
affordableand al TXDWH VRXUFHV RI ZDWHU IRU 8WDK{fV FLWL]HQ"
primary focus is related to the provision of drinking water, we recognize that the

development of water for other needs may have a direct affect upon our drinking water

supplies. We alstecognize that the conversion of developed water to drinking water

may have an adverse effect on the application where that water is currently in use.

Development of additional sources of water will puele the need to reduce current

economic beneftsoEFDWHU DQG DGG WR 8WDKTV HFRQRPLF GHYHOF
to those current benefits.

Even if all available methods are put in place to extend our developed sources of water to
their utmost, additional development will eventually be required tosus) 8WDK TV
growth. With this in mindwe would ask that the Bureau support Washington County by
identifying the Southern Alternative as the preferred alternative in the Lake Powell
Pipeline Environmental Statement and issue its Record of Decision.

0380-1

Sincergy,

Dale F. Pierson
Executive Director

WATER ISLIFE

0380



0383
0383-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: John Nichols <fenderOs@hotmail.com>

Sent: Monday, June 29, 2020 10:43 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline 0383-1

| do not think the Pipeline from Lake Powell to Utdiould be built. The lake is already lower because

of increased use of Colorado River water. There would be many detrimental affects on the environment
and wildlife. Instead of taking more water from the river to serve the needs of the increasing

population of Washington County, Utah, there should be a moratorium on new homes until water
conservation rules are put in place to provide more water resources. Stop the continuing diversion of
Colorado River water!

Debra Nichols

Sent from my iPhone
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0389-1 Climate Change - General

From: raspotts2@gmail.com
Sent: Saturday, July 4, 2020 7:23 PM

To: raspotts2@gmail.com
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Bill Barron: Lake Powell Pipeline would accelerate climate damage in Colorado

River Basin The Salt Lake Tribune

This email habeen received from outside of DOUse caution before clicking on links, opening
attachments, or responding.

FYI

https://www.sltrib.com/opinion/commentary/2020/07/04/bitbarron-lake-powell/ 0389-1

Sent from my iPhone
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0390-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: richard clark <rockcores3@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 1, 2020 5:09 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] lake powell pipeline proect

0390-1
This project should never be built as there is not enough water in the CdRivatdo
sustairthis wasteful project.

Sincerely, Richard Clark
Badger Creek
hc 67 box 12
Marble Canyon, Az. 86036



0392
0392-1 Water Supply

From: Todd Adams <toddadams@utah.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2020 5:58 PM 0392-2 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline
To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP Comment Letter

Attachments: LPP Comment Letter UDWRe.pdf

Please accept this comment letter on the Lake Powell Pipeline both pasted into, and
attached as a pdf, to this email.
Thanks

Todd D. Adams, P.E., Director
Utah Division of Water Resources
1594 West North Temple, Suite 310
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114-6201

June 30, 2020

Mr. Rick Baxter

Program Manager

Bureau of Reclamation
Provo Area Office

302 East Lakeview Parkway
Provo, UT 84606

Dear Mr. Baxter:

The Utah Board of Water Resources in conjunction with the Washington County Water
&RQVHUYDQF\ 'LVWULFW :&:&' SODQV WR GHYHORS DQ DGGL
&RORUDGR 5LYHU IRU WKH /DNH 3RZHOO 3LSHOLQH /33 LQ D
RI WKH 5LYHU ~ 8WDK FXUUHQWO\ GRH Y iQURASr tki¥/IlBw.O'0eO WKH ZL[
/33 ZLOO XVH RQO\ RI 8WDKYJV DQQXDO DYHUDJH UHOLD E o|439%1
In addition, the LPP will deliver 0.5% of the average annual amount of water in Lake
3RZHOO DFFRUGLQJ WR 5HFODPDW liRtQefeiory, WeDidimadIW LFV  $Q\ IL

7KH 8WDK 'LYLVLRQ RI :DWHU 5HVRXUFHVY VXSSRUW IRU WKH
consistent with our mission and exemplified in its legislative authority to: (1) protect 0392-2
8WDKTV ULJKWV WR LOQWHUVWDWH 2z planning; asdyFYLGH FRAS
PDQDJH 8WDKTV ZDWHU UHVRXUFH SURMHFW FRQVWUXFWLRI|Q
Board of Water Resources in moving forward with obtaining the permits for LPP, and we
will continue to be guided by state and federal water and environmental laws, interstate
compacts, and the full body of regulations of state and federal agencies.




0392
0392-3 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

When | joined the division in 1990, Washington County had a population of about

50,000, and the state had 1.7 million people. Fast-forward 30 years, Washington County

has about 200,000 people, while the entire state has over 3.2 million people. It is

FXUUHQWO\ SURMHFWHG WKDW :DVKLQJWRQ &RXQW\fV SRSXC
500,000 residents over the next 50 years. Washington County was one of the first to

DGRSW D ZDWHU FRQVHUYDWLRQ SODQ WKH ILUVW FRXQW\ L
previous statewide water conservation goal to reduce use at least 25% by 2025, and

established a desert demonstration garden to provide conservation education to the

public. Even with these conservation efforts, the level of growth and water demand are

expected to outpace the local water supplies. We have to have a multifaceted approach

including water development projects like the Lake Powell Pipeline to meet the

increased water needs.

As a professional civil engineer, | developed models of water demand projections and
hydrology of river basins. In fact, | modeled the Virgin River when we were in the
planning stages that culminated in Sand Hollow Reservoir. Through this experience, |
recognize the importance of a diversified water supply for the Washington County area
because of the varied flow of the Virgin River. The Lake Powell Pipeline is important to
improving the quality of life for future generations of Utahns.

Statement and ensure the success of the Lake Powell Pipeline for our respective

/HWIV FRQWLQXH WR ZRUN WRJHWKHU WR FRPSOHWH WKH Itdsgz-s
stakeholders.

Sincerely,

Todd D. Adams, P.E., Director
Utah Division of Water Resources
1594 West North Temple, Suite 310
Salt Lake City, Utah 84114



6VMR 8 VMK

' (3$570 (17 2) 1$785%/ 5(6285&(6

XCH b

b

0 USLEN9D [MIb

3WRIWD PO D Q b

YXUD YR 5 HD FD MR

3WRYR$ UD2 4 FHb
(DW D NYLHZ 3DAEZ D b

3WRYR 87 o
th
' HD 0 U%D [MUtb
th

7KHS \B KKRD GR : D M5 HRXUAHVLQ FROMQPARQ Z IW WH: D MIQIVRQ&RXQN : D Mb
SROHID @ ' IMMAV: & : & ' SOQVRGHYHRS D @ G BRQD SRUARQR 8 W KV&R®RD GIR
5LYHUIRUWH/ D N3RZ HOBLSHIH / 33 LQDP D QHIJFRQUMMOAZ LW WHW / D B WH5 LYHU %
8 WD EXUH® GRHVQRWKVHD GMHZ D MUD D @ BIVR IWKQGHUWLY @ Z 7KH/ 33 Z LAaXVHRQD b
R 8\ K/D QXD O YD HUHID BIVXSSO IURP WHE&R®WD G RYHJ,QD G BRQ \WH/ 33 Z LGb
GHIYHU R WHD WD 3D QXD O FRXQA\R Z DMILQ/ D N3RZ HID FRGIQ) \R5 HD FD WRQXb
VD ARV $ Q. LP SD WZ LAOWHHRH EHP LlQP D 6
b
7KH8 B K LYIMRQR! : D My5 HRXUAHMAKSSRUWVRUWH/ D N3RZ HIB LSHIOH LY FRUMMZ Wb
RXUP DWRQD G H HP S@LHG LQIWGI LMD MHD YERUW VR SURWANB \B KU/ KW\R LOMWD My
ZDMV  SWRVIGHFRP SUKHMYHZ DMIS® Q) DG P D Q 38 \B K/Z D MIURRXURHD
SIRMPVFRQWXPARQ SLRILD PV 7KH'  LYIMRQVXSSRUVWHYRD GR D M5 HRXUAHVIQP RYLQIb
IRZ D GZ W REWQQI WHSHP IWIRY/ 33 D GZ HZ LOFRMXHWR EHIXIGHG B\ WD MD Gb
IHGH.D @ DMYD G HYLLRGP HOB @ 2/ LOMIMD MFRP SD W D G WHIX@ERG R UHIX® RQVRIb
WD MD G IHGHD O HAHVD
b
K HY, MOQHG WHGLYIMRQLQ : D KMIQIVRQ&RXQW KD M SRSX®M RQR D BXW DG
WHWDMKD G P L@RQSHRS® )DWRZ DG \HDV: D KIQIRQ&RXQN KD D BXW b
SHRS® Z KLBIWHHMHWD MKD RYHU P LAIRQ SHRS®! , W FXUH® SURVRMG WD b
© D MLQIVRQ &RXQW SRSXM WRQ FRX@ JURZ \RP RIHWD Q UMGHOWRYHUWHQH W b
\FDV: D MQIRQ&RXQW Z D \RQHR WH1UMIRD BSWDZ D MIFRQUHIYD IRQ SO QWH1 VAN
FRXQW LQWH WD MR P HHAKHJI RYHLQRUW SUHYLRXV W MZ LGHZ D MIFRQVHYD MRQ JRD @
HXFHXVHD @DW B\ D G HWB BEMKHG DGHHINGHP RQWD IRQ JD GHRWR SWRYIGH)
FROVHYD MRQ HEXFD NRQ VR WHSXEQF ( YHQZ M WIHHFRQVHYD MRQ HB RIW WHGYHOR JURZ Wb
D GZ DMIGHP D G D HH SHAMS VR RXVBD AWH®FD @ DMAVKSSTHY : HKD YWVRKD Wb
P XQMD AMS D SURD R LOFXGLQ) Z DMJGHYHIRSP HWSURWMAN ANHWH/ D N3RZ HIBLSHIQHWRD
P HHAWHLQRUD MG Z D MUQHGVD
b

VR UTMR SOXLWH3 2% R [ 6 D COMN&IL VB V
SKR

:H
WHOH QH AIDFVLPLOH ATT7< AZZZZDWKHNMDK JRY

0392



3DJH
-XQH

$V D SURIHVVLRQDO FLYLO HQJLQHHU , GHYHORSHG PRC
K\GURORJ\ RI ULYHU EDVLQV ,Q IDFW , PRGHOHG WKH

VWDJHV WKDW FXOPLQDWHG LQ 6DQG +ROORZ S5HVHUYRLL
LPSRUWDQFH RI D GLYHUVL1IHG ZDWHU VXSSO\ IRU WKH
YDULHG 2RZ RI WKH 9LUJLQ 5LYHU 7KH /DNH 3RZHOO 3l
Rl OLIH IRU IXWXUH JHQHUDWLRQV RI 8WDKQV bb

b

/I[HWVV FRQWLQXH WR ZRUN WRJHWKHU WR FRPSOHWH Wtk
DQG HQVXUH WKH VXFFHVV RI WKH /DNH 3RZHOO 3LSHOI
b

b

6LQFHUHO\ b

b

b

b

b

7RGG ' $GDPV 3 ( 'LUHFWRUD

S8WDK 'LYLVLRQ RI :DWHU S5HVRXUFHV b
‘HVW 1RUWK 7HPSOH 6XLWH b

32 %R] bb

6DOW /DNH &LW\ 8WDK b

b

PSOH 6XLWH 32 %R[ 6D
LPLOH AT77< AZZZ ZDWHU XW

0392



From: Brian Whitehead <treefrog002@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2020 6:53 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline comments

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

| strongly disagree with this project. | think it is irresponsible to proceed with massive water
development projecis the face of a changing climate that will reduce already scarce water
supply. 1 will only suppdrthis project if you can fill Lake Powell in the next 10 years.

Washington County (and America at large) needs to recognize that there are limits to growth and
consequences for exceeding those limits. Moving forward with an unsustainable water
projectputs all of us at risk.

Brian Whitehead
Springdale, Utah

0393-1

0393

0393-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline
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0394-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Evan Johnson <utah15@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, June 29, 2020 8:02 PM
To: LPP, BOBhaPRO
Subject: [EXTERNAL] For the Lake Powell Pipeline
0394-1
BOR,

The Lake Powell Pipeline is a long over dugter project.lt would be nice if the usual pork and
fluff could be kept to a minimumWe support the Lake Powell Pipeline.

Evan Johnson

327 N 200 E #2

American Fork, Utah 84003
801-369-3400
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0396-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline
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From: Chandra Rosenthal <CRosenthal@peer.org>

Sent: Sunday, July 12, 2020 5:48 PM

To: Baxter, Rick J <rbaxter@usbr.gov>

Cc:Kevin Bell <kbell@peer.org>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline DEIS public comment date: republication required

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on
links, opening attachments, or responding.

Dear Mr. Baxter

We are writing you in regard to the Bureau of Reclamation Federal

Register Notice for the  Lake Powell Pipeline Project Draft Environmental
Impact Statement/Draft Resource Management Plan Amendment - BLM
Arizona Strip Field Office  (FR Doc. 2020-12382  Filed 6-4-20; 4:15 pm).
We have noticed a contradiction in the public comment period and

therefore respectfully request a correction to the Federal Register.
Additionally, we request an extension of the public comment period to
appropriately be 90 days from the republication date.

The Federal Register Notice, "Notice of Availability of the Lake Powell
Pipeline Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Resource
Management Plan Amendment . . . ." states in the “Summary” section, “ In
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as
amended, and the Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 1976, as
amended, the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation), in coordination with

0399-1

0399

0399-1 Request for Extended Comment Period



the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and four other cooperating
agencies, announce the availability of the Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP)
Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) and the Arizona Strip
Field Office Draft Resource Management Plan Amendment (RMPA) (Draft
EIS/Draft RMPA) for public review and comment for 90 days.”

Also, the "Dates" section states, " To ensure that comments will be
considered, Reclamation must receive written comments on the Draft
EIS/Draft RMPA within 90 days of the date that this Federal
Register notice is published. Send written comments on the Draft

EIS/Draft RMPA on or before September 8, 2020."

However, the "Supplementary Information" section of the Notice

contradicts the other sections by setting a 60-day comment period.

“The BLM Arizona Strip Field Office is considering amending a portion of
the Arizona Strip Field Office (ASFO) Resource Management Plan (RMP)
related to the Kanab Creek Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC).
Pursuantto 43 CFR 1610.7 -2(b), the BLM is required to publish a notice in
the Federal Register of proposed ACEC:s, including changes to existing
ACECs, and specify the resource use limitations. This notice announces a
concurrent 60-day public comment period for proposed changes to the
existing Kanab Creek ACEC.”

A Federal Register correction should be published by the BOR to avoid
confusion. The Administrative Procedures Act (5 U.S.C. Sec. 500 et. seq.)
and the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. Sec. 4321 et. seq.)
require that the BOR publish the correct dates in the Federal Register with
90-day comment period from the time of the corrected Federal Register
notice.

Thank you for your attention and for correcting this error to allow full and
meaningful public participation in this process.

Sincerely,

Chandra

Chandra Rosenthal

Rocky Mountain Field Office Director

Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility

WWW.peer.org
(202) 265-7337 x501

0399-2

0399-3

0399-2 NEPA Process

0399-3 NEPA Process

0399
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From: Evan Vickers <bullochdrug@infowest.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 7:22 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline Comments
Attachments: LPP Comments 7.9.20.pdf

This email has been received from outside of DGIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Please see attached document.

Evan J Vickers
Bulloch's Drugstore
91 N Main St

Cedar City, UT 84720
P-435586-9651
F435586-3473
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From: Cheyenne Bentley <Cheyenne.Bentley@washco.utah.gov>
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 11:57 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline

Attachments: Iverson.pdf; Cox.pdf; Almquist.pdf

This email has beemreceived from outside of DOI- Use caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Mr. Baxter,
Please see the attached letters of support from the Washington County Commissioners in
regards to the Lake Powell Pipeline.

Thanks!
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0409-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: carolyn dailey <daileycarolyn@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 11:24 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] My opposition to the Lake Powell Pipeline Project

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Dear Bureau of Reclamatien

| appreciate the postcard | received from you soliciting public comments, but | have been away
and only saw it yesterdaySo | am writing quicklytvoice my opposition to the project and
apologize that | am not able to make a detailed comment.

In my opinion it is totally untenable to pipe water to Washington County from our over taxed
Colorado River System to provide water for further developmerat county that already is
more populated than resources allow.

Arid land is simply arid land and more development should not be fostered in the future when
we undoubtably will face drought and water shortages to provide water to homes in existing
develgment that has already been too widespread.

| see this as a power play by SITLA that Utah tax payers will end up paying for.

Please do not approve this project!!!
0409-1
Sincerely, Carolyn Dailey
560 Pack Creek Rd
Moab, UT 84532



0410
0410-1 Alternatives

From: Carrie Martin <ghaaji23@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 11, 2020 11:29 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] CommeiRipeline to Southern Utah

This email has been received from outside of B@de caution before clicking on linkgening
attachments, or responding.

Hello:
0410-1
Though, you have denied water conservation as an alternative resolution, it would be good to include
in your study an extreme water conservation data (actual data) by all municipal (Residences and
company usag) for at least 5 years. No Water parks, no grass yet Landscaping that only need minimum
amount of water, install water flow within homes or scheduled water usage by families, etc.

Include real data for water conservation before denying it and using #teal data to deny water
conservation initiatives.

Please understand the Navajo people need water, as well. Though they do not have water pipeline
infrastructure, and are always in a drought each summer, they will soon have infrastructure so that
they have access to clean water. Thus, they will need the water from the Colorado River. Please be
considerate of all Native American water rights when conducting studies regarding Colorado River.

Regards,

Sent from my iPhone



0412

From: Jerry Atkin <jerryatkin@bajabb.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 11:23 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO
Subject:  [EXTERNAL] Support for Lake Powell Pipeline from Jerry Atkin
Attachments: [EXTERNAL] Support for Lake Powell Pipeline from Jerry Atkin

This email has been received from outside of Bi@de caution before clicking on links, opening
attachments, or responding.
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0413-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Jeanine KuhiCoker <jkuhncoker@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 1:11 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] pipeline

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Hello,

This pipeline project is a very bad idea and will have lasting consequences on the environment! 0413-1
The potential beneficiaries need to learn to use less water. It may involve a lifestyle and

landscape change.€Rise consider this.



From: Jacey Skinner <JSkinner@slchamber.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 4:58 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Fwd: Pipeline letter
Attachments: Lake Powell Pipeline Letter.docx

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Good afternoon,

Attached you will find a public comment letter from Derek, B. Miller, PresidadtCEO of the
Salt Lake Chamber.

Please let me know if we can answer anystjoasor provide any additional information.
Sincerely,

Jacey

Jacey Skinner

General Counsel and Executive VP of Policy

Mobile: 801.5506455

jskinner@slchamber.corh sichamber.com

175 E. University Blvd. (400 S.) Ste. 600, SLC, UT, 84111

0414
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0414-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

July 15, 2020

Mr. Rick Baxter, Program Manager
Bureau of Reclamation, Provo Area Office
302 East Lakeview Parkway

Provo, UT 84606

Mr. Baxter:

* hs Z[+« o EP -3 -standmy\bBsiméss association, t8alt Lake Chamber has carefully
Asz V Z 0% %0 VvV ¢ 38Z 3 &5 [» %}% M0 S]}v Vv }viuC Z « PE}AvV }.
Today, Utah is home to more than three million residents and more than 1.6 million employees who
support an economy that practes an excess of $188 billion dollars in gross domestic product every
C EX dZE}uPZ ]S ooU hs Z Z « }ve]es vSoC & vl e }v }(SZ v S§]}v][e
business, raise a family, retire, visit, and ski.

dZ]e ] v[S ine3&Z@&oPowWrE S]}veU h§ Z Z ¢« & (HOOC %0 VV V % E % E
growing population and economy. Water districts, transportation agencies, education administrations,
healthcare organizations, nonprofits and others have been constantly engageduceghat Utahns

continue to enjoy the quality of life we value.

It is a major goal of the Salt Lake Chamber to ensure that Utah maintains its legacy as a great place to
live, work, and recreate. For that reason, we support the efforts of the many orgimmgahat dedicate

their time to planning and preparing for the next generation of Utah residents. We have an obligation
to invest in and ensure the infrastructure and resources necessary to make that happen.

The Lake Powell Pipeline is one of those m§u vSe Jv hS Z[s (HSPE X t § E ]+ <+« vS] o (}!
growth t ][« v}3§ vl v 8Z 3% }uupv]s] c AlSZ « (U E 0] 0 A S E *u%%
economies. This project will allow Utah to use some of its currently unused Colorado Riveioalldca

| % ]vP 3Z 55 [« A5 E v 3Z }viu] & SpEve }(SZ 8 & «}p&E ]Jv hs
to develop its available water resources, while continuing to promote the efficient use of existing

supplies.

The Chamber supports the Lakawrll Pipeline as a project that will serve current and future Utah
residents and businesses and encourage Reclamation to issue the permits needed to build the project. 0414-1

Respectfully,

Derek Miller
President and CEO
Salt Lake Chamber of Commerce



From: Kenny Miller <Kenny.Miller@zionsbank.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 12:10 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP

Attachments: 0296_001.pdf

This email has been received from outside of DGIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Kenneth A. Miller

Region President

ZIONS BANK
kenny.miller@zionsbank.com
Phone (435) 817 -4915

Cell (435) 669-1069

THIS ELECTRONIC MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS, IS
CONFIDENTIAL and may contain information that is privileged and exempt from disclosure
under applicable law. If you are neither the intended recipient nor responsible for delivering the
message to the intended recipient, please note that any dissemination, disticbptiorg or the
taking of any action in reliance upon the message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify the sender immediately. Thank you.

0415
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0415-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

0415-1
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0418-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Myron Fairbanks <mfairbanks@infowest.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 11:26 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipe Line

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

0418-1
We have to say NO to projected growth of Washington County. Besides the massive price tag

for this pipe line by any estimates, The county better get prepared for massive new jails, drug
rehabs, massive homeless sleeft, police force and countless other services that come with

JA @ PE}IASZX /[A C & 8} « VG JV(}EuU 3]}v  }u8 8Z ¢ 3C% * }(
intended growth but it would likely exceed that of the pipe line. Crime is going to be that of
VegasLA or Phoenix, is this what you want Washington County to be? Think we have a crime,
drug, gang and graffiti problem now, go visit Vegas, LA or Phoenix to see our future all in the

name of greed. Our state and national parks in the area would become ahtiomps. Anyone

Iv ( A}YE }( pn]o JvP % ]% o]v (E}u W}A oo 8} E]JvP A S E Z E|]
name of legacy and pure greed.

Myron Fairbanks
St George Ut
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From: Nicole Hancock <nicole.hancockO00@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 8:40 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Support for the LPP for Southern Utah

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Mr. Rick Baxte r

Program Manage r

Bureau of Reclamatio n
Provo Area Offic e

302 East Lakeview Parkwa y

Provo, UT 8460 6

Dear Mr. Baxter

My family moved to the Washington Fi elds 40 years ago to extend the legacy of operating a

family horticultural business originated in Northern Utah. My grandparents and parents worked

tirelessly to create a life in the destfarming alfalfa fields and growing bedding plants and

vegetable strts for wholesale and retail sale. Water resources were at the heart of our daily
RSHUDWLRQV DQG DQ HVVHQWLDO IXQFWLRQ RI RXU IDPLO\Y\

We sourced and drilled our own wells, ran pipe and developed an expensive reverse 0smosis
system to have potable water. We moved sprinkler lines several times a day to water our

fields, had to be quick with our showers, and would often have days where something

went awry and we went without water till repairs could be made or our stdeatks could

be refilled.



0420

We had conversations daily revolving around our water usage and the necessity of

FRQVHUYLQJ WKLV SUHFLRXV UHVRXUFH 3RQfW ZDVWH ZDWHU "~ ZDV D Stk
heads by the constant reminders of our parents. | kn ow what it is like to turn on a faucet

and have nothing come out. It was only after | left home for college and other adventures

WKDW P\ SDUHQWVY KRPH DQG EXVLQHVVY FRXOG EH FRQQHFWHG WR WKH
reliable water supply

Now, my brothers  and | have anchored our own business on the family property and work
with our children growing things for the beautification of our community and working with
our father to continue the legacy our grandparents began

In addition to my personal business interests, | serve on the Chamber of Commerce Board

of Directors, the Utah State Agricultural Conservation District (UACD) Board, and as a

6XSHUYLVRU RI =RQH RI WKH 8%&' ,Q DGGLWLRQ ,YfP KHDGLQJ D QHZ LQ
County to create a roadmap for the long -term planning of agricultural preservation and

innovation. Most importantly, | am a mother of two boys whom | decided to raise in this

community after living in Northern Utah and Oregon

Every day | see the evidence of the growth and change all around us. In my professional

pursuits and community service, | understand the dynamics and direction of the economic

development of this region, | mention these things by way of explaining my interest as

a long-temm resident, a stakeholder, and aetparticipant in the present and future path of my
beloved Southern Utah home. | am concerned about the results that may befall us if we do not
take decisive action in securing the water resources necessary to support the vibrancy of our
community

Even if the doors were to close tomorrow to new development in Washington County, the
notion that our reliance upon the single source of the Virgin River watershed is foolhardy

and unsustainable. Our community has received the benefit of long -term planning and
preparation of those who understood the consequences and who decided they would carve

out a way for those who would follow.

I am an unabashed proponento  f conservation efforts, yet | recognize that they alone cannot
provide the dependability, nor thelume of water needed to sustain the needs of our
community



0420
0420-1 Opinion - For Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

As we strive to bring higher paying wages, technology, and educational opportunities for the
generations that will follow, it is incumbent upon those making decisions today to adopt the
vision and foresight to prepare for what will come. In order to attract and sustain those
opportunities, we need to be ambitious in our undertakings and judicious in our methods.

| applaud the efforts of local leaders, legislators, and community members wh o have laid
the groundwork for the success of the Lake Powell Pipeline and | am grateful that we have a

viable option to supply water. The costs may seem high today, but they do not compare

with the penalties and complications others will endure if we fail to procure and develop this
most fundamental of resources and follow in the visionary footsteps of those who

came before us

| apprecicd WKH % XUHDX R$(BORrwWIlngresd o ReQefive input regarding the Lake
Powell Pipeline and would like & expressny strong support for its construction.

Theavailability of water is critical for our economy and allows businesses to open, grown and
thrive now and into the future.

0420-1
Our national parks bring many millions of tourists to our region, and while we

enjoy welcomirg the world and the strength this adds to our economy, the also tax
ourlimited resources.The Lake Powell Pipeline is &ady, cost effective option that we cannot
afford to bypass. The pipeline has been well researched, and casafdisd by B@. It is clear
to me that it is reasonable, fiscally viable way to deliver water for our rapidly growing
communities in southwestern UtdPlease approve the Preferred Alternative in the Record of
Decisions.

Sincerely,

Nicole Hancoc k
President/CEO Botanicals, Inc.

Past Chair, St. George Area Chamber of Commerce



0421

0421-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Douglas Woody <nreeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Monday, July 6, 2020 9:04 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

This proposal is obscene. | vote NO! St. George, quit growing like a malignant CANCER! 0421-1
Instead of this pipeline, build a SMALL pipeline to residents of the Navajo Reservation.

Sincerely,
Douglas Woody

dwoody413@yahoo.com
82072



From: Cory Beal <noeply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 1:36 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

This plan is unnecessary, too costly, and execution of said plan would be detrimental to the
future of the Colorado River and Lake Powell, which are already lacking the apf@pniaunt
of water to continue sustaining the needs of those downstream.

Sincerely,
Cory Beal

broncory@gmail.com
99705

0422-1

0422

0422-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline
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0423-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: john worlock <nereply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 5:40 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

0423-1

My message is just this: Don't do it! Don't approve or in any way further the state's ambition to
pipe water from the dryingp reservoir at Lake Powell to the waterzzling foks in SW Utah.

They can just as well live within their localbourced water supplies. And if not, they can just

dry up and blow away, for all | care. This would be a prohibitively expensive water project, that
they are not going to want to pay for. Ane tfest of the state doesn't need to support their thirst.

Sincerely,

john worlock
jiworlock@msn.com
84108
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0424-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Alan Blackstock <a@ply@washco.utah.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 1:43 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comment on Lake Powell Pipeline Draft

Environmental Impact Statement

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

I'm writing to oppose the proposed Lake Pow8H. George pipeline, primarily because of 0424-1
unresolved environmental concerns and objections of Native Americans through whosledands

pipeline would pass. The answer to St. George's water needs is policies that encourage

conservation, as practiced in other desert cities like Las Vegas and Tucson.

Sincerely,
Alan Blackstock

alan.blackstock@usu.edu
84078
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0427-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Neil Allison <oallison@msn.com>

Sent: Sunday, July 12, 2020 4:29 PM

To: LPP, BOBRhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipe Line Opposition

This email has been received from outside of B@de caution before clicking on linkgening
attachments, or responding.

Greetings:

Southern Utah is a desert. Many people have located here because of the dry climate, beauty and
opportunities for outdoor activities such as hiking, biking, photography, etc.

As the population has growrzone and other pollution levels have steadily risen to where the air is
uncomfortable to breathe for those of us are sensitive to such pollution. Additionally, people have
continually introduced new species of plants and animals that have displaced tkie ratironment.
While the area was a blessing to those of us who have allergies and respiratory conditions triggered
various plants, Southwestern Utah has become like all urban areas and is becoming an inhospitable
place.

The proposed pipeline will alloexcessive population growth and soon Washington county will become
just another Los Angeles on a smaller scale; Pine mountain will be visible for only a few days of the year
and people like me will have moved on to other places. To avoid this, Soldteirmust resort to

power sources such as thorium generated nuclear power as a source of electricity to power
automobiles, heating and cooling of homes, etc. The general public is largely misinformed about the
safety of nuclear energy and the local leatiak the ability to change the mindset of the public to

transition to nuclear energy as the only source of truly pollution free energy.

Wind generated electricity results in dependency on China for the rare earth elements needed for wind
turbine manufactuing and the wind turbines kill large numbers of birds and bats; solar panels also
require dependency upon China and solar farms fry large numbers of birds and other animals in the
once thought solution to pollution free energy.

During the recent droughthe was a large continuing drop in the level of water in Lake Powell, what 0427-1
will happen when (not if) a ten or even twenrggar drouth occurs when the population has grown to

§Z /% & 8]}v}I(8Z 0} 0 %0 vv Ee v E o0 -®oBybedausgbwillEM / A}y]
have moved on but those of you who wish to live here and wish to have younger family members live

here and proper will face that problem.

Neil Allison, DVM, DACVP
COL, USA(Ret)

1838 Red Mountain Dr.
Santa Clara, UT 84765
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Ph. 435669-7051



From: Jill Merritt <onefootfirst@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 7:36 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP Public Meeting July 8

0428-1

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

| would like these questions answered during the meeting if possible.

Has any consideratidmeen given to the idea of discouraging the projected growth that partly
motivates the LPP?

What companies and individsastand to make the most money from construction of the LPP?
What are the current elevations of Lake Powell and Lake Mead?
Thank you,

Jill Merritt
Salt Lake City

0428-1 Other

0428



From: Richard Spotts <raspotts2@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 10:40 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Cc: Baxter, Rick J; Duke, Marlon B; PAComments;@BC

Subject: [EXTERNAL] My LPP DEIS questions & comments re: tonight's

BOR LPP DEIS Webex meeting

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

July 8, 2020

Dear BOR officials:

Although there was some initial difficulgbtaining access to it, | "attended" #wtire BOR
Lake Powell Pipeline (LPP) Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) Webex "meeting"
tonight.

It was supposed to start at 6 pm, but did not actually begin until 6:1®pnng that

unexpected fifteen minutes of waiting time, as instrudtégped in several questions using the

chat function.Later, when the actual presentation began, folks were told to only submit one chat
question. That limitation should have been announced up front.

In any case, none of my questions were asked poneed to during this virtual meetin@Given
the obvious BORbias in the LPP DEIS, this failure to respond to my questions tonight was
disappointingout not a surprise.

Sinceany public chat questions during this Webex won't be considered as formal DEIS input, |
am providing all of my exact Webex questions pasted in beRiease include this email and
these specific questions in the LPP DEIS project file, and treat theanse&ind my comments
below) as formal input on this LPP DEISintend to submit additional substantive LPP DEIS
comments at a later date, prior to the September 8 comment deadline.

My five questions were and are in italics as follows:

1) The Army Corp of Engineers recommended that the Local Waters Alternative be analyzed in
the LPP DEIS.When FERC was NEPA lead agency, it intended to analyze a water conservation
DEIS alternative.Many scoping comments requested this as Wihy did BOR decide to

ignore this and not analyze any water conservation alternative?

0431



0431-1 NEPA Process

2) Why did BOR improperly use the applicant's arbitrarily narrow purpose and need statement, 0431-2 Other
thereby fail to analyze any water conservation alternative, and likely violate the CEQ NEPA
reguldion at 40 CFR 1502.147

0431-1
3) In preparing the LPP DEIS, to what extent, if any, did BOR independently and objectively vet 0431-3 Other
the technical data that it received from the LPP applicant?
0431-2
4) New Mexico needed Congressional approval for a similar watesteamunder the Colorado l
River Compact.s Utah or BOR seeking such approvdfhot, why?
0431-3

5) | reviewed both the BOR LPP DEIS and associated scoping rejpoetieve that some
important and relevant issues and questions were raised in the saopmgents that are
ignored or not adequately addressed in the DEFSt example, the questions about LPP
compliance with the Colorado River Compaktegal scholars have indicated that the LPP may
be prohibited under the Compact as a transfer of uppemnbaater for a lower basin usélhe
DEIS only says that this issue is being "address&inte any Compact state could challenge
the LPP on these legal grounds, what does being "addressed" méam3eems like a flip
deflection on a potentially pivotéégal question.Are Utah and BOR willing to gamble more
public funds on the LPP quest without any firm resolution on Compact compliance?

In addition to ignoring my questions, | believe that Mr. Baxter made some highly
suspectstatements on behalf of BOn response to some of the questions that were

allowed. For example, he said something to the effect that "the county cannot mandate water
conservation." | believe that this is disingenuous because the applicants (Utah and WCWCD) do
have the legal authity to require and implement reasonable water conservation measures, such
as tiered water pricing, eliminating the artificial property tax WCWCD subsidy, and xeriscape
zoning ordinances.Other western communities and counties have already successfully
implemented these types of reasonable water conservation measures.

In response to another question on LPP financial feasibility, he said something to the effect that
the WCWCD could pay back the massive LPP debt "many times ovkis; too, seems
disingenuous.The ultimate projected size of the LPP debt (including interest payments over five

or more decades), and the potential financial impacts on county residents (such as those raised by
over twenty university economics professors) are highly conts@ate Where in the DEIS

analysis does it demonstrate that this LPP debt could be repaid by county residents "many times
over"?

In response to some other questions, Mr. Baxter also made some admissions about apparent LPP
DEIS deficiencies.On how the LP diversion would affect Glen Canyon Dam's hydroelectric
function, generation, and revenue, he said that this analysis was not available for the DEIS, but
has since been done, and will be included in the FBISpotential impacts on the threatened
Mojavedesert tortoise, he said that those impacts were not quantified for the LPP DEIS, but
would become available when FWS provides a BA or Bfe.later said that he was informed

that the LPP may cause permanent disturbance to 36 acres of tortoise habiabgurs00

acres of temporary disturbandde further indicated that GIS spatial data on the DEIS proposed

0431



LPP alignments may not be currently available to the puBligs prevents people from
comparing this LPP GIS data with otlerailable GIS dataalers on myriad resources and land
uses.

This LPP NEPA process continues to move forward at breakneck spétda September 8

public comment deadline, BOR apparently still expects to publish the NOA for the LPP FEIS by
November 27.To meet this ruskd schedule, just as it did with the hasty scoping report and
deficient DEIS, the BOR will likely cut NEPA corners and sacrifice quality analysis in preparing
the FEIS.| continue to be appalled at the ongoing waste of public funds and the realization tha
political expediency now "trumps" everything else.

Sincerely,

Richard Spotts

255 North 2790 East
Saint George UT 84790
raspotts2@gmail.com

cc: Interested parties

0431



From: Sacred Legacy <sacred4s@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 4:16 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Its Health concern Steal on Lake Powell water

pipline agenda

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Whom it may concern,

| think its not right to have meeting at this time of pandemic by any means such as social,
virtual and public on Lake Powell pipeline to St Georga@daeMost of the people are limited
in so many ways through the pandemic and the your government is heading the issue for your
gain purpose using this pandemic crisis. You can not have virtual meetings with limited
attendance. The important people maybe leét out of the loop. The is not a public meeting..its
a private sign in meeting. Most of the people who has rights to the rivers don't have internet in
remote areas. Again, Do not have public or any meetings during this pandemic which most of us
Nationspeople have ties to these lakes and rivers. We are all under restriction to do anything.
Let us wait til the pandemic deplete. Not mentioning the sacred ties we have for the
waters...have been addressed under your Federal law in NPS section with oundtidas and
interested parties. Leland Grass, President, Dine' Medicine Men Association, inc.

0433-1

0433-1 NEPA Process

0433



0436

0436-1 Aquatic Invasive Species

From: Steven Shipley <sshipley53@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 12, 2020 11:51 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline

This email has been received from outside of B@de caution before clicking on linkgening
attachments, or responding.

0436-1

What about invasive species being pumped from Lake Powell to Sand Hollow or Quail Lakes?

Sent from my iPad



From: Tisa Zito <tisazito@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 3:49 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Lake Powell Pipeline Project
Attachments: wasted water.jpg

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

My question is regarding why we have not implemented a water limit like California has before
tapping into a new water source?

Attached is a photo from a typical scene in myghéiorhood where someone waters their lawn

and ends up watering the driveway and street. There's an incredible waste of water happening.

If there were a limit and a fee for using more than an allotted amount, we could be helping
ease the issue before considng tapping into Powell.

please feel free to use my name and photo. | will try and log on if I can get back from work in
time.

thank you,
Tisa zito

From:Galileo Project, LLC on behalf of The Bureau of Reclamation <ellen.hopp@galileoaz.com>
Sent:Monday, July 6, 2020 3:45 PM

To:tisazito@hotmail.com <tisazito@hotmail.com>

Subject:Lake Powell Pipeline Project

0437-1

0437-1 Water Supply

0437
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Reclamation to hold public meetings on
Lake Powell Pipeline Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement

The Bureau of Reclamation, on behalf of the Department of the Interior, will host two public meetings on
LWV HQYLURQPHQWDO UHYLHZ RI 8WDKfV SURSRVHG /DNH 3RZHOd
by the Utah Board of Water Resources, would establish a second source of water for Washington
County, Utah, through an approximately 140-mile-long water delivery pipeline from Lake Powell near
Glen Canyon Dam in Page, Arizona, to Sand Hollow Reservoir near St. George, Utah. The State of Utah
is developing the project to help meet future water demands and diversify and enhance the reliability of
:DVKLQIJWRQ &RXQW\TV UHJLRQDO ZDWHU VXSSO\ SRUWIROLR

The Department encourages robust public review and comment on its draft Environmental Impact
Statement and draft Resource Management Plan Amendment for the project. The meetings will be
hosted virtually using web-based participation platforms in order to facilitate maximum public participation
amid ongoing public health concerns.

What: Public meetings to discuss the Lake Powell Pipeline Project environmental review
Who: Reclamation and cooperating agency officials

When: Wednesday, July 8 at 6:00 p.m. MDT and Thursday, July 9 at 6:00 p.m. MDT
Where: Virtual via WebEXx.

Web address for July 8 Virtual Public Meeting:
http://ow.ly/He8f50Am5HX

Web address for July 9 Virtual Public Meeting:
http://ow.ly/2gIG50AM5HW

Note: Please log into meeting at least 10 minutes prior to 6:00 p.m. All participants will remain on mute
throughout the meeting. Questions and comments may be submitted during the meeting using WebEx
chat function. Comments posted in the WebEx chat function during public meetings do not constitute
formal comments for inclusion in the draft EIS.

Content for both meetings will be identical. To allow participation by everyone interested, please only
attend one meeting.

Formal comments must be received by 11:59 p.m. MDT on Sept. 8, 2020,
through one of the methods below.

Note that all information included in submitted FRPPHQWYVY LQFOXGLQJ WKH VXEPLWW
information, may be published with the final EIS. Please only include contact information with your
comment that you are okay making public.

How to comment:

Standard Mail:

Lake Powell Pipeline Project
Bureau of Reclamation Provo Area Office
302 East Lakeview Parkway
Provo, Utah 84606

Online:

0437



https://www.usbr.gov/uc/DocLibrary/EnvironmentalimpactStatements/LakePowellPipeline/index.html

Email:
https://www.federalregister.gov/d/2020-12382

Galileo Project, LLC | 4700 South McClintock Dr. , Tempe, AZ 85282

Unsubscribe tisazito@hotmail.com

Update Profile | About Constant Contact

Sent by ellen.hopp@galilecaz.com in collaboration with

Try email marketing for free today!
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0438
0438-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline
From: Trish Greenfield <trishg.dennye@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 7, 2020 3:49 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO
Subject: [EXTERNAL] comments for the proposed lake powell pipeline

This email habeen received from outside of DOUse caution before clicking on links, opening
attachments, or responding.

The proposed pipeline costs in total and impact to individual residents have not been communicated to
the public. It is not clear how the bwed of the cost to build and operate will impact Washington

County and/or Utahn residents.

In addition water usage in Washington County is not adequately measured but estimates indicate that
conservation at levels of neighboring states such as Arizon&laadda could result in sustained

growth without the pipeline.

The Colorado river is not expected to recover and emergency allocation plans are already in place thus
it is irresponsible to extract more water from lake powell.

In the absence of public traparency this project should not be approved. 0438-1
thank you

trish greenfield

Reply to trishg.dennye@gmail.com



From: Jonathan Upchurch <upchurch@ecs.umass.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2020 9:37 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] LPP virtual public meeting followup

This email habeen received from outside of DOUse caution before clicking on links, opening
attachments, or responding.

Thank you for hosting this evening's virtual public meeting on the LPP.
Here is a question that | submitted this evening that you did not liave to answer.

If the "Fill Lake Mead First" proposal is adopted at some future point in time, how would that affect the
ability to pump, and the cost to pump, water out of Lake Powell?

Thank you for taking the opportunity to reply.

Dr. Jonathan Upchah, P.E.
1910 Cochise Way

Ivins, UT 84738

Phone: 43%732290
upchurch@ecs.umass.edu

0439-1

0439-1 Water Supply
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From: Wilford Clyde <wclyde@clydeinc.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2020 5:37 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Environmental Impaetke Powell Pipeline
Attachments: Wilford Clyde 2020 Signed.pdf

This email has beerreceived from outside of DOI- Use caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Mr. Rick Baxter:

Attached is a letter from me supporting the building of the Lake Powell Pipeline.

Wilford W. Clyde

President & CEO
801.802.6900 C 801.592.2200

WWW.CLYDEINC.COM
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From:Brogan L Fullmerbroganfullmer@gmail.com o o
Sent:Friday, July 17, 2020 3:34 PM 0446-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

To:LPP, BOBhaPRO BORshaPRO:LPP@usbr.gev
Subject:[EXTERNAL] Oppose Lake Powell Pipeline Project

This email has been received from outside of D@Ise caution before clicking on links, opening attachments,
responding.

Good Afternoon,
" o . " ) 0446-1
| am writing to oppose the Lake Powell pipeline project as  a Utahn, a concerned citizen, and as a member of a generation already
facing the severe impacts of increasing global temperatures. Water is already the most precious commodity on Earth and
especially in the Western United States. Utah cannot afford to nai vely pump water from its natural river courses to support
unnaturally lush golf courses and retirement communities in our arid southwest. Please DO NOT construct the Lake Powell
pipeline.

Thank you,

Brogan L. Fullmer
801-499-7586



From: Betty and Ron Marianetti <bettyron62@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 7:15 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Cc: Conserve Southwest Utah

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Water conservation is being overlooked.

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,

opening attachments, or responding.

x Water conservation alternatives could be implemented incrementally at lower cost
and with greater reliability, obviating the need for the LPP altogether; such water
conservation practices have been very successful in other western cities.

x Water conservation has been shown by other communities (such as the Southern
Nevada Water Authority) to be much less expensive and less risky than investing in
water transfers from remote basins and sources.

We need to do our homework and conserve water in Washington County before we look

at the Pipeline. We live in a desert and need to think about xeriscaping. We formerly

lived in Entrada with waterfalls and grass. We now live in Kayenta. We have no
landscape water coming into our yard. The only water we use outside is for the raised
bed vegetable garden. Our desert plants survive with no drip or sprinkler system.

We need to raise the cost of water to encourage conservation. The pipeline will destroy

land as it is built. It will be very costly and in time will not provide the water that is

needed. We need to adjust our lifestyle to save water.

Betty Marianetti

0448-1

0448
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From: Bruce George <bgeorgel5@q.com>

Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 12:42 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Comments on Lake Powell Pipeline

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

We are in a continuing drought in the Southwest and have been for the past twenty years. Lake Mead
and Lake Powell are at historic low levels and have almost reached the emergency limit on releasing
water to furtherdownstream users. Climate change is here and is causing desertification of the
Southwest. If you read any of the studies that have been done recently you will see that there is less
runoff from the winter snows into Lake Powell and it is down almost 180de it is.

Please readhttps://www.nps.gov/articles/climatechangein-the-southwestpotentiakimpacts.htmor
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/04/16/climate/droughisouthwestclimate-change.htmibr do your
own search on the internet and read any of the studies that show the same result.

So the last thing we need is@ther straw sucking water out of Lake Powell to go to St George, Utah. It
is unsustainable and will be a waste of money and resources.

Bruce M George
Lifelong resident of Arizona

Camp Verde, AZ

0449-1

0449-1 Climate Change - General
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From: Christine Arlotti <Christine.Arlotti@dixie.edu>

Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 10:58 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Cc: Paul Morris

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Letter of Support Dixie State University VP Paul Morris
Attachments: LOS_LakePowellPipeline_July14 2020.pdf

This email has been received from outside of DGIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Dear Rick Baxter:

Wo « (]Jv s] WE&E ¢] vS W po D} EE]-[forthed ale BgweluPip&ineE S
Thank you,

Christine

723
723
N

Christine Arlotti, M.A.

Executive Assistant to the VP

0: 435.879.4280C: 435.630.9590
Dixie State University, St. George UT
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0451-1 Other

From: Gary Vesperman <garyvesperman@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 8:57 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Supplementary documents for my comment re the Lake Powell Pipeline EIS
Attachments: Clean Energy Inventions list.docx; Lake Powell pipeline EIS comment.docx

This email has been received from outside of Bi@de caution before clicking on links, opening
attachments, or responding.

Attached are two documents to supplement my comrnar the Lake Powell Pipeline Environmental
Impact Statement.

| have designed an exhibit "Gallery of Clean Energy Inventions" that is linked at padrak.com/vesperman.
The caption is

The Gallery of Clean Energy Inventions exhibits profiles of 22 Laggera®ors, 34 Smaller Generators,
26 Advanced SeRowered Electric Vehicle Innovations, 29 Radioactivity Neutralization Methods, 29
Space Travel Innovations, 20 Technical Solutions to Water Shortages, and a Torsion Field School
Network. The exhibit alsm¢ludes 49 movie posters and 88 colorful Hubble Space Telescope images.
The exhibit can be installed in conventions, festivals, and any suitable public buildings such as
universities, city halls, museums, shopping malls, and libraries.

The exhibit is aslinked in commutefaster.com/vesperman.html.

A shorter more printable version with page numbers but without exhibit setup details nor movie
posters is linked at https://app.box.com/v/CLEANENERGYEXHIBIT.

Development and deployment of some of these cleaergy inventions would yield significant
environmental and economic benefits. 0451-1

Attached is a twepage list of Clean Energy Inventions. Note that its introductory paragraph happens to
state:

A portfolio of disruptive inventions has been accumulaséér more than two decades of research and

}oo }@E 3]}v A]3Z vpu E}ue JVA vE8}E-U (A }( AZ}u E u}vP §Z A}E
inventions are so radical that some may require tens of millions of dollars each to fully exploit. $1
billion woul establish a comprehensive proactive clean energy inventions evaluation and development
organization headquartered in Nevada. Divisions would include Board of Directors, Corporate Library,
Consultants, Teaching Institute, Technical Evaluation and Ad8saryl, and Incubator of Russian and
Ukrainian Inventions.

0451



The exhibit may provide the Lake Powell Pipeline project two groups of inventions.

Attached is a detailed explanation of how some water inventions displayed in the exhibit could be more
practicd and less costly than the $1.7 billion Lake Powell Pipeline.

Also attached is a list of "Clean Energy Inventions" which include generators in addition to the over 50
generators displayed in the exhibit. They could provide cheap, safe, emi$sterandabundant
electricity for water inventions and Lake Powell Pipeline water pumps.

At the bottom of padrak.com/vesperman is a 'grand' business plan for discovery, evaluation,
development and deployment of inventions.

Gary Vesperman

533 Tara Court

Boulder Gy, NV 890051152
702-4357947
garyvesperman@yahoo.com
padrak.com/vesperman
commutefaster.com/vesperman.html

0451



Clean Energy Inventions

A portfolio of disruptive inventions has been accumulated after more than two decades of research and
FROODERUDWLRQ ZLWK QXPHURXV LQYHQWRUVY D IHZ RI ZKRP DUF
inventions are so radical that some may require tens of millions of dollars each to fully exploit. $1 billion

would establish a comprehensive proactive clean energy inventions evaluation and development

organization headquartered in Nevada. Divisions would include Board of Directors, Corporate Library,
Consultants, Teaching Institute, Technical Evaluation and Advisory Board, and Incubator of Russian and
Ukrainian Inventions.

Larger Generators t+hydro-magnetic dynamo, focus fusion, hydrino generator, thorium power pack,
7THVODYV JOREDO ZLUHOHVYV WUDQVYHALV\BNRIP IRQ HHIO/H F W U)IUCDDONV Y R A H
Problems of Materials Sciences (IPMS) thorium-232 energy accumulator, cosmic induction generator,
colliding plasma toroid fusion reactor, wind turbine conversion, electrino fusion power reactor, induction

coil coating increases generator output by one-third, Magnatron zlight-activated cold fusion magnetic

motor, Spintronic generator, WIN zero point electrical energy converter, plasma biomass gasification,
nano-membrane pyro-gasification process, high-temperature incinerator, gas-phase catalytic fusion,
phase-conjugate-resonator Tesla coil, protein nanowires, ball lightning fusion reactor, Nano- % R [[ E
thermionic converter, direct energy conversion, and atmospheric liquified thorium reactor.

Smaller Generators *Casimer-layered electrodynamic generator, thin-film power generating disks,
Testatika free energy machine, high-density charge clusters technology, energy catalyzer, cold fusion
reactor with electric-to-thermal energy conversion, hybrid cold fusion hydrogen reactor, fiber-based cold
fusion power cell, buried contact multijunction thin film solar cell, thermoelectric generator, converter of
zero-point electromagnetic radiation to electrical energy, LANR, pulsed abnormal glow discharge
reactor, self-recharging energy generating gel cells, electronically shaded photo-voltaic glass, MulTask
Dome multiple-output omni-directional solar power generator, high-expansion magnetohydrodynamic
liquid metal generator, Power Chip thermo-ionic generator, gravity force generator, multifactorial
hydrogen reactor, protium H+ stoichiometric hydrogen gas generator, neutrinovoltaic generator, liquid
Hy-Fuel from hydrogn, advanced solar photo-voltaic crystal lattice cells, laser-induced fusion, closed-
loop phase-change gas system, geoexchange heat pump, self-recharging capacitive discharge thermal
generator, ceramic electrodynamic wafer, solid-oxide fuel cell, splitter of water molecules, motionless
electromagnetic generator, Richardson fuel-less electrical generator, + D Z N L Q J Vr§itod bf Qoltl
electricity, radiant energy pump/electricity generator, controlled electron capture reaction, Hendershot
magnetic motor, N-1 homopolar generator, atomic isotope generator, closed-path homopolar generator,
switched energy resonant power system, high-voltage injection of rain water into cold fog, magnetic
propulsion engine, 1RYD SKDVH FKDQJH HQJL Q H-pdl&rZingpHaovathid #iw global
wireless power transmission via Zenneck surface waves, /(3&21E& IHPWR GLRGH SKRWRYF
sheet, Spiteri water pump, magnetic drive generator, maximum velocity wind turbine, laser-induced
fusion in ultra-dense deuterium, Bedini SG charger, Nova-Neal compression engine, cold fusion
thermionic generator, harmonic sphere flux resonator, and reactionless AC synchronous generator.

Miscellaneous +super-conductive manganite substrates, amplified ionization filtration technologies,
Sola-Q self-focusing omni-directional solar cooker, Aaftaab furnace, domestic lens, hydrosonic pump,
IPMS-Chernovitsky super ceramics, IPMS micro-channels and filters, IPMS-Kiev and Arzamas-16 super
magnets, capacitive step-down transformer, super steam technology, and new propulsion devices for
space including gravito magnetic device, space drive engine, Moe-Joe orgone energy cell, Walden
inertial propulsion, magnetic vortex drive engine, double magnetic fields plasma reactor, magneto-
gravitational converter (Searl effect generator), electron spiral toroid Spheromak micro-fusion reactor,
internal rotating plasma rings, nuclear electric rocket, ‘DY LG % X U-@avify Epacéctaft, inertia-less
craft and anti-gravity, atomic powered plasma rocket engine, tubular shaped interstellar space craft,
gravity control, electric propulsion with asymmetric capacitors, Cannae microwave drive 1LNROD 7HYV
flying saucer, meta-stable helium, and magnetic propulsion using semiconductors.
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Advanced Self -Powered Electric Transportation Vehicles +switched reluctance motor, fuel saver
WKDW QHDUO\ GRXEOHVY PLOHV SHU JDOORQ RI JDpoweded Qe waiah D Q O
IXHOHG LOQWHUQDO FRPEXVWLRQ HQJLQH ZLWK *DUUHWW HOtFWU|I
energy electrolysis process, Richardson blade-less Tesla-type steam turbine, water engine, noble gas
plasma engine, Clem over-unity vegetable oil engine, motive power generating device, multi-chambered
rotary compression engine, closed-cycle Freon/rotary turbine, 90+ mpg carburetor, conical vortex heat
exchange engine, four environmental heat engines, liquid electricity engine, Volcheck: engine powered

by gas with unusual expansion properties, Muller motor/generator, conversion of aluminum internal
combustion engine to magnetic motor, perm-mag motor, Walden amplified magnetic motor, other over-

unity magnetic motors, orgone energy motor, torsion field radio, advanced computer-controlled

suspension systems, monocoque (unibody) basalt/carbon fiber foam body/frame made with IPMS high-
temperature gas plasma detonator, low-temperature diamond or titanium nitride coating of vehicle parts,

Cool Chips thermo-ionic refrigerator, IPMS thermal electric cooling devices, Sky Train, compressed air-
driven air conditioner/heater, salt water flow cell, Sirius ultra-capacitor battery, electrostatic motor,

melanin battery/generator, Manelas battery charger, and one of possibly more than a dozen candidate
on-board fuel-less battery chargers.

Batteries/Energy Accumulators  +solid-state Quantum High-Energy Density Storage or Retrieval
48(1625& G H askidr effect self-charging energy cell, Bedini battery charger, catalyst induced
hydrino transition cell, Maxwell Technologies ultra-capacitor, IPMS crystal lattice energy storage/battery
device, nickel-iron EDWWHU\ (GZLQ %-EepaGiion, Qickd medalshiiddde batteries, solid-state
lithum-LRQ EDWWHULHY OLTXLG PHWD O-da&@dbaitery, enBlésQelectrid/ffILVR Q!
JHQHUDWRU %URZQ QXFOHDU EDWW H Uloe-oRjbiMfe\én& ¢y t&IQvdsuh@iH UJ\ FH
7 D N D K D V Kic§pacixor) irfiin electrolytic cells, organic quinine-based redox flow battery, Fisker
flexible solid-state battery, melanin battery-generator, graphene polymer battery, thermal energy battery,
graphene magnesium battery, and torsion field energy storage applications.

Radioactive Waste Treatment Methods  +refresher-regenerator 3XUGXH 8QLYHUVLW\ SDW
generator makes yard-long white spark of cold electricity several inches in diameter - substances
LQVHUWHG LQ VSDUN VRPHWLPHYVY WUDQVPXWH WR KHDYLHU HOHPI
accelerator treats both solid and liquid nuclear waste, 5DGKD 5R\TV WUDQVPXWDWLRQ Sl
dematerialization devices A, B, C and D using highest powered positive ions ever, Russian process

uses liquid lead bismuth to trigger transforming in the form of neutrons, Barker invented easiest, most
effective, and least messy method for remediation of radioactive waste, Seatrl effect generator or David

% X U h“@rataty spacecraft for one-way trips out of the solar system, implosion machine is electric arc
ZHOGHU PRGLILHG WR G XSO L F,phéto-deebtiadiod bsthy girinta Caye) ransmMutio® J

of low-level nuclear waste into glassy substance with super high voltage, 96% reduction of radioactivity

E\ ZHOGLQJ ZLWK X RWR fY JOMGXFWLRQ LV SRVVLEOH E\ XWLOL]LC
%URZQTV JDV ZLWK EXFNLQJ PDJQHWLF ILHOGV L @ledirénthgbeti® OD VP D
conditioning method, accelerator- GULYHQ WUDQVPXWDW LR Qmethl mBtNk\Wirbcess URZQ '
photoremediation, ZIPP fusion process, RIPPLE fission process, low-energy nuclear transmutation

electrolytic cells, plasma induced/injected transmutation, Kervran reactions, recovery of uranium from
incinerated low-level radioactive waste using super-critical CO2, AmoTerra process, geomelting can

encase nuclear waste in glass that is harder than concrete and lasts 200,000 years, higher group

symmetry electrodynamics, plasma gasification melting, e.coli £Birmingham University, flame-free
LQFLQHUDWLRQ LQ D FDWDO\]JHU - Rfisfonthyiiid&actdrik @M ¥ DUDX U XHKDI | HEXE WL
graphene oxide, thorium reactor, bacteria neutralizes liquid nuclear waste, and low-energy nuclear
remediation with ultra-low momentum neutron generator.

Gary Vesperman, 533 Tara Court, Boulder City, Nevada 89005-1152 702-435-7947
garyvesperman@yahoo.com padrak.com/vesperman commutefaster.com/vesperman.htmi
http://the-door.net/the-colorado-center/radioactivity-neutralization-methods-and-more/

3*DOOHU\ RIQ&M®HD QQ Y HQ W L R Qt¥ittps/fapi ok @OmBLECLEANENERGYEXHIBIT.
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July 16, 2020
Bureau of Reclamation
Please include the following comment in the Lake Powell Pipeline Draft Environmental Impact Statement:

I have designed an exhibit "Gallery of Clean Energy Inventions" that is linked at padrak.com/vesperman. The
caption is

The Gallery of Clean Energy Inventions exhibits profiles of 22 Larger Generators, 34 Smaller Generators, 26
Advanced SeHPowered Electric Vehicle Innovations, 29 Radioactivity Neutralization Methods, 29 Space
Travel Innovations, 20 Technic8blutions to Water Shortages, and a Torsion Field School Network. The
exhibit also includes 49 movie posters and 88 colorful Hubble Space Telescope images. The exhibit can be
installed in conventions, festivals, and any suitable public buildings suclivassities, city halls, museums,
shopping malls, and libraries.

The exhibit is also linked in commutefaster.com/vesperman.html.

A shorter more printable version with page numbers but without exhibit setup details nor movie posters is
linked at https:/fpp.box.com/vV/CLEANENERGYEXHIBIT.

Development and deployment of some of these clean energy inventions would yield significant environmenta
and economic benefits.

SBHUWLQHQW WR WKH SURSRVHG /DNH 3RZHOO 3LSbhOto@HetV WKH |
Shortages. Each of these water inventions should be proactively investigated and implefnerggaactical.

I have little doubt thasome ofthese water inventions would be far less costly than the $1.7 billion cost of the
Lake Powell Pipetie.

The more promising water inventions include:
Air Wells

Everywhere on Earth, even in deserts, the surrounding atmosphere contains at least some water. The quanti
water vapor contained within the air is commonly reported astiveehumidity, and this depends on
temperaturetwarmer air can contain more water vapor than cooler air. When air is cooled to the dew point, it
becomes saturated, and moisture will condense on a suitable surface. An air well is a structure oatlevice th
collects water by promoting the condensation of moisture from air.

Designs for air wells are many and varied as reflected in that at least five dozen patents have been issued.
Active collectors collect water in the same way as a dehumidifier. Alththegtiesigns work well, they require
an inexpensive source of electricity to be practical. New, innovative designs seek to minimize the energy
requirements of active condensers or make use of renewable energy resources.

.LHY 8N U.DILRpadtgarichnstitute of Problems of Materials Sciences has developed specially designed
capacitors which absorb energy when subjected to a flow of electrical ceperducing a cooling effect. All

other known materials generate heat from electric current. Tetaps®f-259 degrees Fahrenheit have been
produced.

Lake Powell Pipeline EIS -1- Gary Vesperman
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The leads from a-9olt battery are attached to the corners of a tarotsiaetl flat black sample of this
material. Within 20 seconds, a layer of ice crystals covers the top surface. Within 30 sacamisuous
cloud of frozen ice crystals begins to pour off the upper surface of the suspendedhisamht€rial could be
used to extract abundant water from air with small amounts of electricity.

The Gallery of Clean Energy Inventions includes agjpnately three dozen candidate generators that could
provide cheap electricity for air wells. Generator/air well combos could be installed in the immediate vicinity o
buildings, farms and other water users.

Hydrosonic Pump

Thehydrosonic pump is a mechanical rotating machine which converts plain water to steam at zero pressure
without the need for hot surfaces and consequently without the buildup of scale. The process seems to be
actually a form of fusion where collapsing miaropic bubbles momentarily create extremely high pressures
and temperatures. This controlled cavitation generates shock waves. The effect is immediate when the shaft
rotates in contrast to boilers which often take hours to reach boiling temperaturedicldrwcgfof conversion

of mechanical energy into heat energy is around 130%.

One application is to use a windmill to turn the shaft. Out of the nozzle emanates steam which drives a stean
turbine to produce electricity. The steam then enters a condemsewhich can be obtained potable water and
hot water for space heating. The hydrosonic pump can also desalinate sea water and mineralized undergroui
water.

Primary Water

Japanese laboratory experiments have shown thatrttesrée up to five times more water deep underground
than in all the oceans, lakes and rivers combined. Enormous quantities of pure virgin water can be located wi
the aid of dowsing and withdrawn from crystalline rocisarticularly hard desert rockstifary water

originates through chemical processes deep within the earth.

Locating sources of primary water promising enough to justify the expense of drilling usually starts with
dowsing and observation of geological and biological indicators genassbciated with sources of primary
water. Ground electrical resistivity measuring methods often help pinpoint narrow, conductive fractures in the
underlying bedrock which serve as conduits for water generated at depth.

Lake Powell Pipeline EIS -2- Gary Vesperman
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A mining engineer has successfulbgated and drilled over 75 primary water wells in arid East Africa.

Near Damascus, Syria there is a spring
which resembles an underground river
several meters across which flows up and
out of a limestone formation. Its total flow
has averaged about 132 ,000 gallons per
minute at least since Roman times.

Fifty miles northeast of Las Vegas the very
short Muddy River apparently originates as
beautifully clear primary water (shown in the
photo).

In Boulder City, Nevada where | live there is a riddeng the north side of Boulder City. East of the top end of
the zip line there is a tidt betweerred rocks and black rocks. Well drilling equipment could be hauled up a
roadto the fault. It seemgossible a well can be drilled down to a source of atrulare primary water.

There may bethercandidate locations in Utah and Nevaldat seem to justify scouting as possible primary

water wells. | can provide the name and phone number of the mining engineer who knows how to locate
potential primary watewells.

Lake Powell Pipeline EIS -3- Gary Vesperman
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0451
Atmospheric Water Generation

An unlimited supply of fresh water in the form of water vapor is present in the atmosphere. The Atmospheric
Water Generation (AWG) process comprises of addosgmrocessing units to existirar conditioners and
refrigeration units to produce potable watdieTAWG business uses refrigeration processes to cause water to
condense onto cold surfaces. The water is collected and processed for human consumption. The AWG units
functionally idenical to air conditioners, dehumidifiers, freezers, etc. These other systems that condense wate
vapor typically waste the collected water. The AWG process adds-anpasssing unit to a typical air

conditioner to produce clean water made acceptableufoah consumption. The AWG process is better than
other forms of producing potable water such as rivers, lakes, wells, processed sea water, etc.

At the bottom of padrak.com/vespermiara 'grand' business plan for an inventions discovery, evaluation,
development and deployment organization.

Gary Vesperman

533 Tara Court

Boulder City, NV 890051152
7024357947
garyvesperman@yahoo.com
padrak.com/vesperman
commutefaster.com/vespermiatml

Lake Powell Pipeline EIS -4- Gary Vesperman
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0454-1 Opinion - Opposed to Proposed Lake Powell Pipeline

From: Jill Berglund <jillberglund@rocketmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 19, 2020 11:17 AM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] STOP LAKE POWELL PIPELINE

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Please do not build the Lake Powell pipelif@ not want another Phoenix or Las Vegas to live 0454-1
in.

Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android




0455

From: Jimi Kestin <jimikestin@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 6:02 PM

To: LPP, BOBhaPRO

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Lake Powell Pipeline
Attachments: Jimi Kestin EIS Letter.docx

This email has been received from outside of DOIUse caution before clicking on links,
opening attachments, or responding.

Greetings;
Please see the attached letter to express my support for the Lake Powell Pipeline project which
is critical to our future in Southern Utah. Thank you

Jimi Kestin
(435)6699070
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